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GENERAL INTRODUCTION. 

St. Auoustin, in his book concerning the instruc- 
tion of persona ignorant of the Christian doctrine, 
after giving many rules for the guidance of the 
teacher, adds, " but if the catechumen be slow of 
understanding, and have neither hearing nor heart 
for the sweetness of truth, he must be home with 
tenderly, and, after a short and cursory statement of 
other points, those things which are chiefly neces- 
sary are to be inculcated with much of awe, such 
as the Unity of the Catholic Church, the nature of 
temptation, and of the Christian life by reason of 
the judgment to come.'" It will sound strange 
to modern ears to hear the Unity of the Church 
thus numbered among the first principles of the 

' S. Aug. de Catechiz. Rudibua. c. xiii. 
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doctrine of Christ ; and by this we may 
how remote are our habits of thouglit from the tone 
of Catholic belief. It is to be noted, moreover, 
that St. Augustin does not treat the doctrine of 
unity as a first principle only, but aa an elementary 
or axiomatic truth among the firet principles of 
faith. It is to be taught to all catechumens, even 
to the least intelligent of them. It is, in fact, an 
object of faith, and a rule of life, without which no 
man can become a Catliolic Christian. Whatso- 
ever any man may safely either not know at all, or 
know but in part, this at least be must know tho- 
roughly, and believe without a doubt. 

The reasons of this necessity are many and ob- 
vious; and it will not be amiss to touch on one or 
two, that we may form some juster estimate of the 
great importance of the subject on which we are 
about to enter. 

1. First, then, the doctrine of the Unity of the 
Church is most necessary to be known and be- 
lieved, as an object of faith, by all Christians, 
because it is in the One Church alone that there 
is a revealed way of salvation in the Name of Christ. 
It is not requisite, in this place, to do more than 
affirm this mysterious doctrine. Its meaning, 
limits, and application we shall consider hereafter. 
It is enough only to refer to it; for all Christians 
agree in believing that there is such a mystery in the 
Gospel : they differ only in expounding the nature 
and fixing the Hmits of the one Church in wliich 




GENERAL INTRODCCTION. 



3 



alone salvation is revealed to man. Whatsoever, 
then, be the doctrine of salvation in the Church 
only, it is plainly so related to the doctrine of the 
Unity or Oneness of the Church itself, as to render 
a right understanding of the nature of the Church, 
i. e. what, and where it is, highly necessary to 
all men who are seeking salvation through Jesus 
Christ. For if they know not what nor where the 
Church is, how shall they partake of the salvation 
which is enshrined in it? And if they know not 
the nature and limits of the Church, how, even 
after finding it, shall they be assured that they still 
ahide in the way of life ? And this brings us to 
another reason. 

2. Secondly, the Unity of the Church is most 
necessary to be known and acted on as a rule of 
life by all Christians, because it is a principle of 
moral obligation. In the first place, it is tlie corre- 
lative of schism, and a safeguard against it. By a 
right knowledge of unity Catholic Christians know 
also the nature and foi-ms of schism. It is evident 
that without this knowledge they may, and we 
daily see that they do, countenance, partake in, and 
even themselves originate, acts which are materi- 
ally schismatical, — such, for instance, as aiding in 
the propagation of sectarian bodies, being present at 
acts of worship, or teaching, without the pale of the 
Church, and the like. It matters not, in this view 
of the case, what be the true doctrine of unity and 
ofechism: because that there are such reahties in 
b2 
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the Christian scheme, and that unity is a duty and 
schism a sin, all Christians agree in believing. It 
is as necessary, therefore, to know their true nature 
and definition, as it is to know the limits of truth 
and falsehood, and tlie boundary-lines of good and 
evil. It is, in fact, a matter of revealed obligation, 
and a particular form of Christian etliics. 

3. Again, a right knowledge of the nature of 
Unity is necessary, not only as a safeguard against 
schism, but as a guide in the whole complicated 
texture of a Christian man's life. It enters into 
every function and act of the Church around him : 
it is in her teaching, her worship, her sacraments, 
her ceremonies, her discipline, her penitential order, 
her censures, her absolutions : it runs through his 
private life, in all acts of domestic religion, in all 
the conduct, and temper, and converse of a Catho- 
lic Christian: it besets him beliind and before, and 
lays its hand upon him in all his relations to his 
brethren, to his pastor, to his Lord : it is a govern- 
ing rule of his moral choice, teaching him what to 
do and what to forbear, what to testify and what to 
hold in silence : it is the outward index, and the 
unerring means of " the unity of the Spirit in the 
bond of peace," and thereby of his perfection in the 
likeness of Christ. 

Now these are some among many reasons which 
might be brought to shew the necessity of delivering 
to all catechumens the doctrine of Catholic Unity. 
There are also two remarks I would make on the 
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present condition of the Church of Christ, which 
will the more strongly impress on us the duty of 
ftiitlifully instructing our people in this great rule 
of life. 

And firat it must be remembered that thia doc- 
trine, which, in the time of St. Augustin, was de- 
finite and undoubted, is now perplexed and gainsaid. 
In his day the nature of unity was admitted : 
the only dispute, as with the Donatists, turned 
on the question, which of two contending bodies 
was indeed the one true Church. How many and 
various soever were the sects by which the Church 
was then beset, she had yet within a clear and sus- 
tained consciousness of her own unity, of which 
consciousness she carefully made all her members 
to partake. They carried with them, as it were, a 
talisman which kept them from wandering into the 
conventicles of schism. Now we, in these latter 
times, are beset by no fewer schisms than they were 
of old. The state of the Western Church for the 
last three hundred years, our familiar intercourse 
with Christians in a state of open schism, the visible 
moral excellence of many bom and reared in sepa- 
ration, the deadening effect of political combination, 
the wayward parti zansliip of men in the commu- 
nion of the Church, and then again, together with 
all these, a habit of indifference, laxity, and a spu- 
rious charity, which, like a hidden stream, under- 
mines the steadfastness of principle, — all these have 
so lowered the standard of teaching and thought 
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among us, that we fail to impress upon our cate- 
chumens any definite or intelligible idea of the 
Unity of the Church, i. e. what it is, wherein it con- 
sistSj and how it makes us respousible for our moral 
acts. Certain it is, tliat we have come to look 
upon the doctrine of Unity as a part of the Iheologia 
armata, — as a weapon of offence. We shrink from 
teaching it, lest we should seem to condemn those 
who are visibly in schism ; and thus, for the ains of 
Christendom, it has come to pass that what was or- 
dained unto life is found to be unto death ; and men, 
by striving to and fro to establish their conflicting 
theories, are divided in the very article of unity. 
Or, on the other hand, the false charity of being 
silent the more embroils the fray ; so that, if we, to 
whom the only word tliat can still the storm has 
been imparted, shall refuse to speak it, what do we 
do?~what reckoning shall we give to Him that 
bequeathed his peace unto us? No sober man can 
doubt tliat one chief cause of the continuance of 
schism, and therefore of perplexity and error, among 
our people, is our slackness in faithfully expound- 
ing to them the articles of their baptismal creed. If 
the pastors of the 8ock should slur over the article 
of tlie Incarnation of our Lord as they have slun-ed 
over that of the Unity of the Church, her people 
would have been long since heretical. The low 
tone of teaching now prevalent on this doctrine is 
one reason to enforce the duty of bestowing much 
anxious thought and care in restoring some true 
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and effectual mode of inculcating it upon our 
catecbumens. 

The other remark I would venture to make is on 
the defective state of our catechetical formularies in 
the point of this doctrine. In our Prayer-book it 
is everywhere assumed that the people are duly 
taught in the nature of the one Church : as for 
instance, in the Prayer for all sorts and conditions 
of men, in the collects for the Feasta of St. Simon 
and St. Jude, and of All Saints ; in the service for 
the Visitation of the Sick, where we pray that God 
may " preserve and continue this sick member in 
the unity of the Church ;" and also in the Litany, 
where the people are taught to pray for deliverance 
from the sin of schism. It is therefore evident that 
a knowledge of the nature of unity is pre-supposed ; 
and without doubt, when these services were pub- 
lished in tile vulgar tongue, the context of the 
Church's oral teaching filled up all that was need- 
ful for the right understanding of them. But, with 
submission to those to whose hands the disposal of 
such things is intrusted, I would venture to adopt, 
as my own, the wish of a layman whose name will 
be its own sanction. " If ever a convocation should 
think fit to revise the catechism of the Church, to 
whose autliority and judgment an affair of that 
nature ought to be entirely submitted, it is possible 
they may find it necessary to add some questions 
concerning those who have the power of administer- 
ing sacraments, and how they receive such an 
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authority, and what duties are owing by God's word 
to our spiritual guides : because such sort of instruc- 
tions, early instilled into tender minds, might in 
the next generation retrieve that respeet to the 
sacred order which we so scandalously want in 
this ; and they would have this further advantage, 
that they would be a means of keeping men stead- 
fast to the communion of the Church, and of pre- 
serving them from falling into schisms, even in a 
state of persecution ; from the possibility of which 
no human establishment can secure the Church of 
God, while she is militant here on earth. And till 
this cau be effected, it is to be wished the reverend 
clergy would more frequently instruct the people in 
such duties. The want of which necessary know- 
ledge makes the principles of Church coramimion 
so little understood, that men are ' tossed to and fro, 
and carried about witli every wind of doctrine, by 
the slight of men, and cunning craftiness whereby 
they lie in wait to deceive.' I am very sensible 
great motlesty hath prevailed upon them to divert 
their thoughts from this subject, lest it should be 
interpreted a preaching up themselves; but the 
Bame fears may as well prevent parents from in- 
structing their children, and masters their servants, 
in those duties that relate to themselves." ' 

How far the following work may supply a 
definite view of this great Christian doctrine it is 
not for me to do more than hope. It is ray heart's 
' Nelson's FbbU and FestivalB. Preface, p. liii. 
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desire to lend a hand, so far as I may, to the great 
and charitable work of clearing off the entangle- 
ments by which the path of unity and of eternal 
life has been well nigh hidden from the eyes of men 
of good will. 

The course I have taken is as follows : — I have 
treated the subject of unity in three aspects : first, 
its positive nature, or lohat it is by the ordinance of 
God ; next, so far as Holy Scripture will carry us, 
the end and design, or w/iy God has so ordained 
the scheme of our redemption; and lastly, the 
existing anomalies of the Christian world, or how 
we may reconcile the exact doctrine of unitj' with 
the irregularities which are visible around us. The 
first part, therefore, is dogmatic or historical, tracing 
out the doctrine of Unity in the Catholic Creeds, 
and in the inspired and uninspired documents of 
the Church. The second part is moral, but con- 
fined to the testimony of Holy Scripture alone. 
The third and last is practical or casuistical, and 
is discussed upon the principles and by the lights 
gathered from tlie two previous parts, and from 
the decisions of the Catholic Church. 
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CHAPTER I. 



ON THE ANTIQUITY OF THE ARTICLE, " I BELIEVE I 
THE HOLY CHUnCH." 



Before we proceed to examine the intention of this 
article of the Catholic creeds, it will be right to 
make some inquiry into its antiquity. 

That it has been received as a part of the 
Christian Faith in all churches of the East and 
West, through the whole tract of time since the 
Councilof Constantinople, is admitted on all hands. 

But a question may yet be raised as to its origin. 
It may be still asked whether or no this article were 
included in the Creed in the times of the Apostles ; 
whether or not they required of every convert a 
profession of belief in the one Holy Church ? 

In answering this question, we will first collect 
the facta of the case, and then make some remarks 
upon them, so as to lay the ground for a definite 
conclusion. 

In the first place, the whole Catholic Church, 
having united in receiving the creed of the Council 




CHAP. I.] THE UNITY OF THE CHUHCH. 



11 



of Constantinople, has united in boldiog as an 
article of faith the doctrine of " one Catholic and 
Apostolic Church," since the year a.d. 381 ; that 
is, for about fifteen hundred years. 

Our inquiry, therefore, is limited to tlie three 
centuries from the Council of Constantinople to the 
first opening of the Apostplic mission. 

Now, we must observe that the Constantinopolitan 
or Nicene Creed has a character peculiar to itself, 
being the first promulgation of the Christian faith by 
couciliary authority. It may be called, therefore, a 
conciliary or synodal creed {iiymbolutn vyiiodale), 
to distinguish it from the baptismal creeds of the 
several Churches of which it was a public repre- 
sentative. The creed of the Nicene Council, al- 
though readily embraced by all bi-anches of the 
Catholic Church, has never to this day displaced 
the baptismal creed of the Western Church, and 
was partially and by slow degrees substituted for 
the other traditional forms in the Eastern. Some 
Churches incorporated a portion of it in their own 
particular creed ; but the catechetical lectures of 
St. Cyril, wliich were delivered after the closing of 
the Nicene Council, are an exposition of the bap- 
tismal creed, which was retained in the Church of 
Jerusalem until the middle of the fourth century. 
Even so late as the middle of the fifth, the Church of 
Antioch still retained its own baptismal profession,' 

' ObterT. in Symb. Hieros.il,, v- 80. 3, Ojip. S- Cyril. Hier. 
Ed, TouMtfe. 
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We must, therefore, refer to the baptiBmal creeds 
of the several Churches. 

And, first, of the Eastern Church. 

Epiphaniiis has preserved two creeds, which he 
enjoins pastors of the Church to teacli to such as are 
approaching the baptismal font (^teXXorras tIo aylif> 
XovTp^ vpna-Uvat). ' In Tjhat particular Cliurches 
they were used is not certainly known, except 
that they were the Churches of Cyprus, and 
especially of Salamis, of which Epiphanius was 
Bishop. * 

In the first (uf which he says " This is the faith 
■which was delivered by the holy Apostles, and lu 
the Church, the holy city, by all the holy Bishops, 
with one accord, to the number of more tlian three 
hundred and ten")^ the article stands tlius: " We 
believe ... in one Holy Catholic and Apostolic 
Church;" and in the other, "We believe in One 
Catholic and Apostolic Church." 

Alexander, Bishop of Alexandria, in his letter to 
Alexander of Constantinople (about a.d. 317), ex- 
posing the impiety of the Arians, recites the form 
of doctrine taught in his own Church {raura SiSi' 
VKofJ-tv Tavra Ki}pvTTO/iei', rairra Tf/y eKKXtjinat Ta 
airovToKiica S6yi*aTa, k, t. X.) : " We confess," he 



' Epiph. AncoratUB, as. cxi.i. cxx. ca: 
SymboHca, 50, 31. 

■ Walctiius, ibid. 52, 53. 

' Epiph, Ancor. CXX. : ei'c fiiay ayiay 



WelchiuB, Biblioiheca 
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says, " one and one only Catholic Churcli, that 
which is Apostolic." ' 

The next creed we may adduce will have more 
weight for our present purpose, for the very reason 
which shakes its autliority in other respects, being a 
confession of faith, presented, as it is believed, by 
Arius and Euzoius, when they made a sort of 
feigned recantation. In the article before us it 
runs as follows : — " We believe ... in one Catholic 
Church of God, which is from one end of the world 
to the other," They go on to say, *' This faith we 
received from the holy Gospels, forasmuch as the 
Lord said to his disciples. Go ye, and teach all 
nations, baptizing them, &c."' This was doubtless 
the creed of the Alexandrian Church, to which 
they desired reconciliation. ^ 

I have already spoken of the creed of the Church 
of Jerusalem, expounded by St. Cyril to the candi- 
dates for baptism. He calls it " the holy Apostolic 
faith," and everywhere treats it as the doctrine 
which the Church had always held and taught to 
the baptized. The present article stands thus : 
*' We believe ... in one holy Catholic Church."* 

The creeds of the Churches of Antioch and 
Cfesarea are preserved by several father? and doc- 



doret, lib. 1. civ. pp. 19, 20, ed. Reading. Walch. p. 49. 

■ Socrat. Kiel. lib. i. c. 26, Walch. p. 49. Bingham, Orig, 
Eccl. b, s. c. V. a. 10. 

' Bio irapaKoXov/itv , . . ktviioBai ^/ifif , . r^ [iiiTpl ft/iciv. Socral. 
Hilt. ibid. 

' Cuech. xriii, 32, : tic filay Ayfov eaSoX.n:ii>- ictX^o'inf . 
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tors of the Church, but only by way of testimony 
against the Arian heresy. In their citations, there- 
fore, no more is quoted than was enough to con- 
demn the errors against which they testified. For 
this ri^son tlie third and last member of the creed 
is almost wholly omitted. ' 

There still remain to be cited two very remark- 
able documents of the Eastern Church. 

In the exposition of the Aitostlea' Creed, by Ruf- 
finus, is to be seen a comparison of three several 
forms, the Roman, the Aquileian, and a third which 
he refers to as the creed of the Eastern Church. 
This Eastern creed is extant only in Latin, — is al- 
most identical with the Aquileian and Roman, — was 
plainly very much more ancient than the Nicene 
Council, — and may be taken as the representative 
to the Western or Latin Churches of the faith of the 
Greek Cliurches of the East. We shall hereafter 
see reason to conclude that the fact of its existing 
only in Latin is no objection to its genuineness. 
In this creed the article stands in these words : " 1 
believe . . . the Holy Church."* 

The other Emd the last which I shall adduce from 
the Eastern Church is the baptismal creed, recited 
in the book of the Apostolical Constitutions. 

It must be observed that this compilation was 
made probably in the third or fourth century, but 

' See Walch. pp. 40, 46. Bingham, b. i. cv. s. 9, 1 1, and liv,, 
wherv lie showB the reason nf this omission. 

• Ru£Sn. Ek|>os. in Symb. Ap. ad calc. S. Cypriani Opp, 
" Credo . . . Sanctam EcclesiaTn." 
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that the date is unimportant, inasmuch as it is not 
denied that tlie book exhibits to us the outliue and 
condition of the Church from its earliest times. 
The compiler, after giving directions how catechu- 
mens ought to be instructed, describes the renunci- 
ation of Satan made in baptism, and the confession 
of Christ which followed. The candidate was di- 
rected to say, " I believe and am baptized into one 
unbegotten, the only true Go<I, &c. ... I am bap- 
tized into the Holy Ghost, that is the Comforter, 
which wrought in all the saints from the beginning, 
and afterwards was sent also to the apostles by the 
Father, according to the promise of the Saviour 
our Lord Jesus Christ, and after the apostles to 
all who in the Holy Catholic Church believe 
also," &c. ' 

We may now, in like manner, collect the suf- 
frages of the Western Church, 

The first we will cite is the creed of the Spanish 
Church, preserved by Etherius and Beatus in a 
book written against Elipandus. Although this 
work was compiled towards the end of the eighth 
century, the creed recited by them is given as the 
baptismal creed of the Church, and believed by 
tliem to be transmitted from the apostles.' The 
article stands thus : — " I believe . . . the Holy Ca- 
tholic Church." 

In the ancient missal of the Gallican Church, as 

' ApoBt. Const, lib. vii. c. 41. 

' Bibliotheca Vet. Pair. GalUndii, torn. liii. 295. " Sanclam 
Eccleiiam CatholicBm." 
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given by Martene, ' is the creed which was delivered 
to candidates for baptism. Tlie article runs as 
usual — " I believe . . . one Holy Catholic Church." 

Another creed used in the Gallican Church, pro- 
bably at Poictiers, is preserved in an exposition by 
Venantius Fortunatus, ' who was Bishop of that see 
in the sixth century. It is evidently a very ancient 
form, the articles of the Burial of Christ, the 
" Communion of Saints," and " Life everlasting," 
being omitted, which is not the case in the later 
creeds. The article before us stands, " I believe , . , 
the Holy Church," which is its simplest and earliest 
form. 

St. Augustin has delivered to us the creed of the 
African Church, in his book De Fide et Symbolo/ 
where the article stands, " I believe , . . the Holy 
Catholic Church." 

Maximus, Bishop of Tours (a.d. 422), has pre- 
served the baptismal creed of that Cliurcli. * Its 
great antiquity is evident from the simplicity of 
the wording. The article runs, as in the oldest 
forms, " I believe . . . the Holy Church." 

In the creed of the Church of Ravenna, given by 
Petrus Chrysologus, who was Bishop of that see,' 
the article is found as follows : " I believe . . . the 
Holy Catholic Church." 

* De Antiq. Ecclesias Ritibua. torn. i. 33, 

' Venaotii 0pp. P. i. lib. li. ed. Rom. p. 317- 
' S. Aug. loni. vi- 161. 

* Maiimi Taurin. 0pp. Horn. i. De Uiveme ad chIc. 0pp. 
S. LeoiiU. ed. Veu«. 1148. eJ. Rom. p. 212. 

' Petri ChiywL Horn. Uii. 0pp. ed. Venet. 1742. 
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We now come to the creed of the Church of Aqui- 
ieia. There are extant tliree several forms: two pre- 
served by a writer who lived about the middle of the 
ninth century, ' and one by Ruffinus, in the fourth,* 
which he represents as the immemorial tradition of 
the Church. The three forms differ only in one 
word ; two having, " I believe . . . the holy 
Church/'" and one" I believe . . . the Holy Catholic 
Church." 

The last witness we have to adduce ia that of the 
Roman Church. There are extant no fewer than 
seven forms, ^ so authenticated by their relation to 
the Roman Church as to represent to us the baptis- 
mal profession there in use. 

Three of them are found in the Greek language. 
Strange as this fact may seem at first sight, it is 
capable of an easy and full explanation. 

In the firet place, it was the custom in the Roman 
aud many otlier Latiu Churches to recite the Creed 
both in Latin and in Greek, at tiie Beason of confer- 
ring baptism. This custom was preserved so long, 
that when in the darker times of tlie Western Church 
the clei^ could not so much as read the Greek 
character, the Greek version of the Creed was 
written in their ritual with the Italic ; and, as 
Archbishop Ussher discovered, also in the Anglo- 
Saxon character. * This last transcript is to be seen 

' Walch. Bib. Sjmb., pp. 54, 56. 

' Ruffin. Espos. in Symb. ; aha Walch. ibid, p, 37. 

'Waleh. ibid. pp. 56,61. 

' Usmii de Romana Eccl. Symholis Dialfiba, p. 8. The in- 
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at tlie end of King Athelstau's Psalter, written about 
the year a.d. 703. ' 

In the next place, one of the Greek versions is a 
translation of what we commonly call the Apostles' 
Creed.' This was also found by Archbishop Ussher. 
It is most likely that both these were received by 
the Anglo-Saxon from the Roman Church. 

A third form is 'called the Creed of Marcellus of 
Ancyra, and was delivered by him to Julius, Bishop 
of Rome, to attest his orthodoxy, when he had been 
driven by the Arians or Eusebians from his see. ' 
This version is in more exact agi'eement with the 
Roman than with any Eastern Creed, being doubt- 
less the Baptismal Creed of that Church, adopted 
by Marcellus as a guarantee of his orthodoxy. 

In these forms the article stands as follows : — 
In two of them, " I believe ... the Holy Church." 
In the third, " I believe ... in the Holy Catholic 
Church." 

Of the Latin forms, one is the Creed commonly 
called the Creed of the Apostles, which lias, " I be- 
h'eve . . . the Holy Catholic Clinrch." A second is 
found in the Roman Ordinal, in which the article 
stands in the same words. A third is the Creed 
given by Archbishop Ussher as the ordinary form, 

lerrogarion before the Creed was bUo used in Greek in the church 
of Poicticta. Ste Murtenc de Aoliq. Eci-l. RitibuB, torn- i. p. 38. 
Waleh. ibid. p. 57- 

' Bingham, Orig, Eccl, B. x. c. v. ». lO, and Ussher ul buiits. 

• Wakh. Bib. Symb., p. 58. 

' Bibliothcca Vet Patr. Galland. torn. v. 17. The view in the 
text in taken by Archbishop Ussher, and by Walchius, Bib. Synib- 
pp. 50, 57. 
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which has, " I believe . . . the Holy Churcli." The 
fourth and last is a response made by the candidate 
for baptism, in the Sacraraentary of Gelasius, which 
has, " I believe ... the Holy Church." 

Having now gathered the facts on wliicb this 
riuestion must ultimately rest, I proceed to make a 
few observations, after which we may voiiture to 
draw our conclusion. 

And first it is evident that a belief in the Unity 
of the Church forms an article in every Baptismal 
Creed of every Cliurch, both in the East and in the 
West. 

I am not aware of any Baptismal Creed extant 
in which this article is not to be read. 

And here I may make two remarks to guard this 
assertion from objections. 

First, there are to be found condensed and oblique 
citations of the ancient Creeds, adduced by the 
Fathers for the special and direct purpose of refuting 
some emergent and partial heresy. In such cases, 
a part only of the Creed is quoted, as the two first 
members were wont to he adduced in the Arian 
controversy. The omission of the rest, which is 
sometimes marked in words (as by "etreliqua"), 
though sometimes not marked at all, is no disproof 
of the assertion ! have made. This will apply to the 
Creeds of the Churches of Caesarea and Antioch, 
and to some otliers. 

Secondly, there are certain interlocutory forms 
of confessing the Holy Trinity, which were repeated 
by candidates for baptism, from which almost all 
c 2 
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other articles were omitted, as the form in the 
Liturgy of St. James, which runs as follows: — 
" I believe in one God, the Father Almighty, 
Maker of heaven and earth, and in one Lord Jesus 
Christ, the Son of God." But this would prove 
too much, as it omits also the article of " the Holy 
Ghost." ' Another is to be seen in the Catechetics 
of St. Cyril : — " I believe in the Father, aud in the 
Son, and in the Holy Ghost, and in one baptism of 
I'epentance."' But it is evident that this is not the 
confession of faith, but an act of self-dedication to 
the Holy Trinity, made by the catechumen turning 
to the East before he turned to the West for the ab- 
renunciation of Satan. This was the practice of 
several Churches: as, for instance, at Jerusalem, at 
Rome, at Milan, and in the Churches of Spain, 
Gaul, and Cappadocia. ' Nevertheless, in these 
Churches the entire Creed also was recited by can- 
didates for baptism. The self-dedication to the Holy 
Trinity was a distinct part of the baptismal office. 
There is also, in the Sernio de Symbolo ad Gate- 
chumenos, * falsely ascribed to St. Augustin, a form 
which omits this article ; but it omits also several 
other parts, as the word "only," and "Lord" in 
the confession of Jesus Christ, also the session at 
the right hand of God.' In other respects also it 
80 far varies from the wording of the African Creed 

' Wftlch. Bib. Symb., p- 42. Probably only the first word* are 
given Rf fi rtibricnl order. 

• S. Cyril, Catec-h. xis, fl, od. Toutt^e. 

' S. Cyril, ed. Touii^e. Prnlog. in Cntech. Mvst. s. viii, |i.305. 

' S All?, torn. vi. 556, ed. Ben. * Ibid. 561, 564. 



CHAP. I.] TIIE UNITY OF THE CHURCH. '21 

as to show that it is not a baptismal form, and this 
is all I am concerned to prove. 

Lastly, I may notice that the rule of faith ap- 
pealed to by St. Irenseus ' and Tertullian ' is 
plainly, and even at first sight, a large and loose 
recital of the Evangelical traditions, nearly enough 
allied to the baptismal profession to remind the 
reader throughout of the exacter forms, but at the 
same time so visibly informal and general as to 
disclaim for itself all pretension to the exactness of 
a baptismal Creed. They sufficiently indicate the 
existence, and represent the substance of such a 
form, while they manifestly disclaim the character 
and authority of a recognised Creed. 

Such being the three classes of documents from 
which apparent objections may be alleged, I ven- 
ture to repeat that the omission of this article in 
such documents is no disproof of the assertion that 
the article of the Unity of the Church forms a part 
of every Baptismal Creed in existence. 

I say the article of the Unity of the Church, for 
such is the substance in which all Creeds, how vari- 
ously soever they may be worded, exactly agree. 

The variety of expression in the forms above 
cited may be reduced to the following classes. 

They all assert the article in some one of these 
three forms : — 



' Adv. Hicr. lili. i. 10, td. Ben. 
' De Virg. Vekiul. c. I. Cunlru I'l 
:. 13. ed. Rigalt. 



t. c. 2. De PrecBcrip. 
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1. " One Catholic and Apostolic Clmrch," as tlic 
Constaiitinopolitan or Nicene ; tlic Creed recited 
by Epipbauius, and the Alexandrian, which adds 
(jioviiv), " one only." 

2. "The Holy Catholic Cluircb," as the Apostles' 
Creed, the Spanish, the Gallicau, the forms in the 
Roman Ordinal and the Apostolical Constitution, 
and one of the Aquileian Creeds. 

3. " The Holy Church," as the Roman, two of 
the Aquileian Creeds, the Ancient Eastern, the 
Creed of Marcellus, the Creeds of Ravenna, Turin, 
the African, one of the Gallican, and the form in 
the Sacraraentary of Gelasius. 

There are one or two formularies which, from 
some slight variety in the combination of the terms, 
will not fall into these classes, and may therefore 
stand alone, not being of suflicient importance to 
form a separate class. 

Of the three classes above given, the first two, 
which are more explicit, are also later. The third 
and last class represents the article as it is found in 
the earliest Creeds, and with this tlierefore we have 
now to do. 

At present I need only conclude that the Unity 
of the Church is contained as an article of faith in 
every Baptismal Creed on record. 

The next observation I would make, is, that there 
is positive evidence that a profession of faith in the 
Unity of the Church formed part of the Baptismal 
Creed as early as the second century. 



t 
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The writers who have handed down these formu- 
laries always and everywhere speak of them as a 
tradition of immemorial antiquity. The Bishops 
and Catechista of the fourth century — i. e. between 
the years a.d. 300 and a.d. 400 — deliver these 
Creeds to the catechumens as the same form of 
words on the profession of wliich they and their 
forefathers were baptized. They assume everywhere 
that it is an Apostohcal tradition. 

But we have more direct evidence than this 
general presumption. 

St. Cyprian, writing to Magnus concerning the 
Novatian schism (a.d. 255), says, "But if any one 
should object, and say that Novatian holds the same 
rule as the Catholic Church, baptizes in the same 
Creed that we do, acknowledges the same God the 
Fatlier, the same Christ the Son, the same Holy 
Ghost ; and for that reason, because he appears not 
to differ from us in the interrogatories at baptism, 
may therefore exercise the power of baptizing ; let 
such an objector know, first, that we have not one 
and the same rule in the Creed with the schismatics, 
nor the same interrogatories; for when tbey say. 
' Dost thou believe the remission of sins, and life 
everlasting through the Holy Church?' they lie in 
their interrogatory, forasmuch as they do not hold 
the Church. Then by the confession which they 
make with their own mouth, that the remission of 
sins cannot l>e given except through the Holy 
Church, which tliey do not hold to, they tlieni- 
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selves show that sins cannot be forgiven among 
then) ." ' 

Hence it is clear beyond a controversy that the 
article stood iu the Baptismal Creed, both of the 
Catholic Church and of the Novatian schism. 

But we have in the next epistle a direct proof. 
In the following letter St, Cyprian writes: — " The 
very interrogatory which is made in baptism is a 
witness of the truth : for when we say, ' Dost thou 
believe in life everlasting, and the remission of sins 
through the Holy Church V we undei-stand that re- 
mission of sins is given only in the Church," ' 

The tiaxt evidence, and of a still earlier date, is a 
passage of Tertullian iu his treatise on Baptism. 
Speaking of the Holy Trinity, he says, " If by 
three witnesses every word shall stand, how much 
more does the number of the Divine names suffice 
also to confirm our hope, seeing that we have by 
the benediction the same as witnesses of (our) faith, 
who are also the sureties of our salvation ? But 
forasmuch as the attestation of (our) faith, and the 
pi-omise of salvation are pledged under throe (i, e. 
witnesses), the mention of the Church is neces- 
sarily added, since where three are — that is, the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghost — there is the Church, 
which is the body of the three. After that, when 
we have come out of the font, we are anointed with 

' Ad Msgnum, Ep. 69, ed. Fell. p. 296. Wulcii. Bil)l. Symb. y. 12. 
■ Ep, 10. ed. Fell. p. 301. Walch p. 13. 
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the blesBed oil." ' The last sentence puts it beyond 
all controversy that Tertullian is narrating the sub- 
stance of the baptismal confession made by the 
candidate in the font. 

But to put the fact even further out of doubt, we 
may refer to the full and deliberate ai^ument raised 
by St. Augustin on the relation in which this article 
of the Creed stands to the doctrine of the Holy 
Trinity. After expounding the Creed at lai^e, he 
says; — " In like manner we ouglit to believe in the 
Holy Ghost, that the Trinity, which is God, may 
have its fulness. Then the Holy Church is men- 
tioned." . . . . " The right order of the confes- 
sion required that to the Trinity should be sub- 
joined the Church, as the dwelling to the in- 
habitant, and as His temple to the Lord, and the 
city to its builder." ° 

From what has been said we may safely conclude 
that the article of the Unity of the Church was a 
part of the Baptismal Creed in TertuIIian's time, 
that is, at the end of the second century. 

The learned annotator on Bishop Bull's * Ju- 
dicium Ecclesiae Catholicae,' after admitting the 
preceding conclusion, imagines that this article 
was inserted at the end of the first or the be- 
ginning of the second century, wlien heretics 
aud schismatics began to form separate congre- 

' Tertull. Ae Bnpl. i. 6. ed. Rigalt, p. 226, PeftMon on the 
Creed, p. 334, 

' S. Aug. Enchirid. de Fide, &c., c. Ivi. turn. \i. 217. 
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gations. But this necessity existed from tlie 
time of St. Paul's preaching at Corinth, and 
throughout the whole course of the Apostolic 
times, ' The next observation I would, therefore, 
make is, that no time can be assigned, nor any 
person alleged, when and by whom this article was 
first introduced into the Creed. If it was not in 
the Baptismal Creed used by the Apostles, it must 
have been introduced at some time between the 
death of St. John, about a.d. 100, and the birth of 
TertuUian, about a.d. 150.* If so, the name of the 
person who introduced it, or of the Church M'here it 
was 6rst received, or the time of the insertion, or 
the cause of its adoption, would surely have been 
at least hinted in the history of the Church. But 
there is not so much as the slightest trace of such 
an event : which strange silence on so great a matter 
in a circle and series of so many Churches, botli 
Greek and Latin, in the East and in the West, 
which must have adopted it gradually and in suc- 
cession, puts this conjecture past all belief. 

The acknowledged additions made to the Creed 
were noted, and the reasons avowed, as in the inser- 
tion of the words "of one substance" against the 
Arians ; and indeed in this particular article, in the 
addition of the word " Catholic," which was first 



' Annotata J- E, Grnlie in Jiidic. Eccl. Catliol. ad cnp. \ 



•Bishapof Linciiln's Histnry nf ilie Sccind Jim! Third Ccti- 
turies, p. 12. 
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inserted by the Greek Churches for the piirpocc, as 
St, Cyril ' tells us, of distioguishing tlic true 
Church from all schismatical coDgregatioDS. Tliead- 
ditiou of the epithet " Catholic " to tlie words " Holy 
Church " is thus carefully recorded, but the origin of 
the article to wlilch the addition was made must 
be sought in the same teaching from whence the 
Kaptismal Confession was itself derived. Still, in 
thus referring to the institution of the Apostlec it is 
hardly necessary that we should refute in express 
terms the story which narrates that the A|»08tles' 
Creed was compiled by a synod of the Ajioatles, eacli 
making his several contribution of one of the articles 
as they now stand : the article, which is the subject 
of our present inquiry, being the portion assigned 
to St. Matthew. This fanciful account had its rise in 
the fifth century ; is a Latin tradition, being unknown 
to the Eastern Churches;' and is self-convicted 
of untruth, as the Creed commonly called the 
Apostles' Creed is well known to be an augmented 
form of the earlier and simpler confession, ' 

Having seen in tlie foregoing evidence that all 
Churches consented in professing at baptism a belief 
in the Holy Church — that there is dii-eot evidence 

' S. Cyril. CalEch. xviii. s. 2fi, 

• Wlieii ihe Latins at ihe Council of Florence affitmed that tlicir 
creed waa compoBcd by the Apostles, the Greeks answered iV/itig 
fjore tj^a/iiv nSrt iifofin' ou^/3oXo»' tQv ATromoXu/y. " We neillier 
poBseea nor have seen any creed of the Apostles." See Suicer, Thc- 
■itnr. Ei^cl, in voc. ou/i/JaXof. 

■ Udpiii. History of Eccl. Wiilers, vol. i. p, 318, folio, 1123. 
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of the existence of this article in the baptismal 
foims of the second century — that no baptismal 
form can be adduced from which it is omitted, and 
no time assigned for such an insertion, nor any 
intimation that such an addition to the Creed was 
made between the beginning and the end of the 
first century (for to this short tract of time the 
question is finally narrowed) — I conclude that a 
belief in the Unity of the Church, however ex- 
pressed in words, was required of every candidate for 
Christian baptism from the beginning of the Gospel. 
For " whatsoever the Universal Church maintains, 
the same being instituted by no council, but 
always retained, is rightly believed to be handed 
down from no other authority than that of the 
Apostles.' 



" 1 



* S. Aug. de Bapt. contra Donatistas, lib. iv. c. xxiv. torn. ix. 
140. 
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THE INTERPRETATION OF THE ARTICLE ' THE HOLY 
CHURCH," AS TAUGHT BY UNINSPIRED WRITERS. 



In the foregoing chapter we have considered what 
may be called the history of the article before us. 
No attempt has been made to attach to it any 
definite interpretation. So far as we have hitherto 
proceeded, every class of Christians, except those 
who reject the Catholic Creeds, may claim the 
authority of the Baptismal Confession, as a witness 
to confirm each several way of explaining the Unity 
of the Church. For in teaching that there is only 
one Church of Christ all Christians agree, the 
only controverey being wherein that one Church 
consists. 

I wish it to be clearly understood that in this 
chapter we shall follow exactly the same course as 
in the foregoing. 

Our inquiry will be strictly historical. I shall 
ab.<^tain with all carefulness from seeming to assert 
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what is the true doctrine of the Unity of the Church, 
and shall confine myself to inquiring in what sense 
this article was expounded in the earliest times. Whe- 
ther such expositions be right or wrong will be a 
matter for discussion hereafter. For the present it is 
enough to examine how this article was wont to be 
interpreted, or, to use the same form of speech as 
before, to consider the history of the intei-pretation, 

The only point, therefore, for the reader's judg- 
ment is, whether or uo the mind of the writers, 
hereafter adduced, be truly represented. 

It will be both the simpler and surer course to 
take first the direct expositions of the article, and 
next the general teaching of Christian writers on 
tlie doctrine of the Unity of the Church. 

Of the direct exposition of the Creed, the earliest 
is that of St. Cyril. It is preserved to us in the 
form of catechetical lectures to candidates for holy 
baptism. They were delivered about a.d. 347, 
before he was raised to the bishopric of Jerusalem. 
In the creed of that Church, as in most of the 
Elaatern creetis, the word " Catholic " had been al- 
ready inserted. 

" Let us therefore speak," he says, " of what re- 
mains, namely, on the article, ' and in One Holy 

Catholic Church.' It is called, then, Catholic, 

because it is throughout the whole world, from one 
end of the earth to the other; and because it 
teaches universally and without fail all doctrines 
that are necessary lor man to know, concerning 
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Ijotli visible and invisible things, both heavenly and 
earthly ; and because it subjects the whole race of 
man unto godliness, both rulers and nded, learned 
and unlearned ; and because it universally tends, 
and heals every form of sin committed in soul and 
body; and because there is contained in it every 
kind of virtue which is named in deed and word, 
and all kinds of spiritual gifts. 

" It is called the ' Church' (ewXijo-iu) by a most 
fitting appellation, because it calls out all men, and 
gathers them in one, as the Lord speaks in the 
book of Leviticus — ' Call together (e*r«:\ijo-iu(rov) the 
whole congregation (jrwayiDyii) to the door oi the 
tabernacle of witness.' Moreover it is worthy of 
observation that this word (iKh-Xria-iaa-ov) is first 
used in Scripture in this place when the Lord ap- 
pointed Aaron to the high priesthood From 

the time that the Jews, on account of their evil 
plotting against the Saviour, were cast away from 
grace, the Saviour built a second Church from the 
Gentiles, that is, the Holy Church of us Chrietiaus, 
concerning which he said to Peter, ' And on this 
rock I will build my Church, and the gates of hell 

shall not prevail against it.' After the one 

Church which was in Judaea had been cut off, 
thenceforward the Churches of Christ are multi- 
plied throughout all the world But foras* 

much as the name 'Church' is applied to diverse 
things .... therefore the Creed with guarded care 
has delivered to thee the article ' in One Holy Ca- 
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tholic Church,' that thou mayest avoid the hateful 
assemblies (of heretics) and cleave alway to the 
holy Catholic Church in which thou wast regene- 
rated. And if at any time thou art in strange 
cities, ask, not merely, where is the Lord's house? — 
for the sects and heresies of the impious endeavour 
to honour their dens with the name of the Lord's 
house — nor merely, where is the Church? but, 
where is the Catholic Church '! for that is the pro- 
per name of her that is holy and the mother of us 

all For when that first Church had been 

cut off, in the second, that is, the Catholic Church, 
' God,' as Paul saith, ' gave, first apostles, second- 
arily prophets, thirdly teachers, then powers, then 
gifts of healiug, helps, governments, divers kinds 

of tongues, &c And whereas the kings of 

particular nations have limits set to tlieir power, 
the Holy Catholic Church alone has a power with- 
out limit in all the world.'" 

The next exposition is that of Ruifinus, a few 
years later than St. Cyril. 

" The traditiou of the faith contains next ' the 

Holy Church.' They, therefore, who have 

been already taught to believe in one God, in the 
mystery of the Trinity, ought also believe this, that 
the Holy Church is one, in which is one faith and 
one baptism, in which men believe in one God the 
Father, one Lord Jesus Christ His Son, and one 
Holy Ghost. That, therefore, is the Holy Church, 
' S. Cyril. Hiero«. Cut. xxiii. 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27. 
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not having spot or wrmkle. Many others, indeed, 
have gsithercd Churches, as Marcion, Valentinus, 
Hebion, Manichaeus, and Arius, and all other here- 
tics. But they are not Churches without spot or 
wrinkle of false faith. Ami therefore the prophet 
said concerning them, ' I hate the congregation of 
evil-doera, and with the wicked 1 will not sit' 
But concerning the Church which keeps whole the 
faith of Christ, hear what the Holy Ghost says in 
the Song of Songs, ' My dove is one, the perfect 
one of iier mother is ooe.' " ' 

St. Augustin, in his hook ' De Fide et Symbolo,' 
speaks as follows : — 

" But forasmuch as we are not only commanded 
to love God, wlien it is said ' thou shalt love the 
Lord thy God with all thy heart, and all thy soul, 
and all iliy mind,' but also our neighbour, ' for,' 
he saith, 'thou shalt love thy neighbour aa thyself,' 
if this faith (of ours) does not hold to the congre- 
gation and fellowship of men in wiiich brotherly 
love worketh, it bears less fruit. We believe, more- 
over, 'the Holy Church,' that is, 'the Catliolic' 
For both heretics and schismatics call their congre- 
gations Churches. But heretics, by false opinions 
concerning God, violate the faith itself; and schis- 
matics, by their evil divisions, break off from bro- 
therly love, though they believe the same things 
that we believe. Wherefore neither heretics belong 

' Ruffiii. l'^S[ios. in Symb. Ap. ad L-alc. upi). S. Cvp. p. 166. 
ed, Fell. 
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to the Catholic Church, for that it loves God ; nor 
schismatics, for that it loves our neighbour." ' 

And again, in his discourse De Symbolo, he says, 
"After tlie confession of tlie Trinity follows 'the 
Holy Church.' Both God and his temple are set 
fortli. ' For,' saith the apostle, ' the temple of God 
is holy, which (temple) ye are.' Tlie same is the 
Holy Church, the one Church, the true Church, 
the Catholic Church, warring against all heresies; 
for war it may, hut warred down it never can be. 
All heresies went out from her, as worthless 
branches cnt from the vine : but she abideth in her 
root, in her life, in her love. Her the gates of hell 
shall not overcome." ' 

Among the works of St. Augiistiu are three dis- i 
courses on the Creed, whicli for a long time were 
supposed to be his. The Benedictine editoi-s, (ra 
the strength of internal evidence, liave judged them 
to be the work of some other hand. They were, , 
however, manifestly written about the fourth cen- ^ 
tury, for they speak of the Arian heresy as the 
active and foremost enemy of the Church. 

On the article we treat of the writer says, " No 
man can have love nor charity who is not in His 
Church ; forasmuch as no one that is out of it can 
be with God, who is life eternal. Therefore this 
mystery (the Creed) concludes with the Church, for 
that she is the fruitful mother, perfect and chaste, 

' S. Auk. ''''»' tie Fiiit ct Symbolo, torn vi. Ifil. ed. Ben. 
' Lilier de Symliob, c. yi. torn. vi. .554. ed. Ben. 
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everywhere spread abroad, bearing (Spiritual sons 
unto God, spiritually nourishing her little ones 
with the milk of her words, teaching boys wisdom, 
guarding youtli from luxury and immodesty by 
her holy chastity, arming young men against the 
devil with the strength of virtue, and teaching the 
aged prudence, and making the elders venerable. 
Through her, young men and virgins, the eldere 
with the young, every age and sex, praise the name 
of the Lord. She recalls her sons from their wan- 
derings, weeps mournfully for the dead, and nou- 
rishes without lack those that cleave unto her. 
Her, my beloved, let ua all love : to such a mother, 
80 loving, so provident, so prudent, let us all inse- 
parably cling, that together with her and through 
her we may be meet to be for ever joined to God 
the Father." ' 

In another of these discourses the writer thus ex- 
pounds the same words : " The end of this mystery is 
therefore summed up by the Holy Church : because 
if any man is found without it, he will be an alien 
from the number of sons; nor shall he have God 
for his Father wlio will not have the Church for 
his mother : nor will it avail him anything to have 
believed, and done so many good works, without 
the end of the chief good. The Cliurcli is a spi- 
ritual mother; the Cluirch is the bride of Christ, 
clad in white by His grace, dowried with His pre- 
ciou-i bliHid. She possesses all that slie received in 
' Liber de Symlwla, nm. vi. 575. 
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dowry from her Husband. I will read and 
the marriage deed. Hear, ye heretics, y 
^vritten. ' It behoved Christ to suffer, and 
from the dead, and that repentance and remission 
of sins should be preached in His name among all 
nations.' ' All nations' signifies all the world. 
The Church possesses all that she received iu dowry 
from her Husband. The congregation of heresy, 
whatsoever it be, that sits in a corner, it is an har- 
lot, and not a matron. thou heresy of Arius, 
why insultest thou ? why dost thou scornfully re- 
nounce us? why for a time dost thou usurp so 
boldly? The wife suffei-s injurious treatment from 
thee, the bondwoman : thou loadest her with many 
contumelies. Though she weep, the Holy Catholic 
Church, the spouse of Christ, doth not greatly fear 
thee. For so soon as the Spouse shall look upon 
her, thou as a bondwoman shalt be cast out with 
thy children; for the children of the bondwoman 
siiall not be heirs with the children of the free. 
Let her therefore be acknowledged as the One, 
Holy, True, and Catholic queen, to whom Christ 
liatli given such a kingdom; for He hath spread her 
abroad througliout the world, and cleansed her 
from all spot and wrinkle, and hath made her 
ready and altogether fair for His own comiug." ' 

In another exposition by Nicetas, Bishop of 
Aquileia, in the fifth century, we find the article 
thus explained. " After the confession of the bh>8sed 



' Lib«r (le Svmboln, tcini- vi. 582. 
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Trinity thou makeat profession of faith in the Holy 
GathoUc Church. What else is the Church than 
the congregation of all saints ? From the beginning 
of the world all (the righteous), whether patriarchs, 
as Ahraham, Isaac, and Jacob, or prophets, or 
apostles, or martyrs, or any other who have been, 
or are, or shall be righteous, are one Church, inas- 
much as, being sanctified by one faith and conver- 
sation, sealed by one Spirit, they are made one body, 
of which Christ is head, as it is declared and 
written. I say more, even angels, and virtues, and 
the higher powers, are confederated in this one 
Church, as the Apostle teaches us that ' in Christ 
are all things reconciled, not only things in earth, 
but things in heaven,' Believe, therefore, thai in this 
one Church thou elialt attain to the communion of 
saints. Know that this one Church is the Catholic 
Church founded in all the world, to whose com- 
munion thou oughtest firmly to cleave. There are 
indeed other false churches, but have thou nothing 
in common with them ; such as the Manichees, the 
Cataplirygse, the Marcionists, or of the otiier heretics 
and schismatics, for these churches cease to be iioly, 
inasmuch as they, being deceived by the doctrines 
of devils, believe and act otherwise than Christ the 
Lord commanded, and the Apostles ordained." ' 

We may now gather from the passages above 
given the general outlines of interpretation. 

1. They assert, first, that as ihere was only one 
' S. NicetEe BKpliuiBtio Symbuli, p. 44. Roratc, 1S27. 
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congregation of Israel, so there is ouly one visible 
Cliureh iu the world. 

2. Secondly, that it is holy, as being the temple 
of God. 

3. Thirdly, that this one Church is not restricted 
to one nation, as Israel, but has received the dowry 
of all nations, and is therefore Catholic. 

4. Fourthly, that it contains the saints, as of all 
natioDB so of all times, and is, therefore, a body 
partly visible and partly invisible. 

5. Fifthly, that neither heretics, howsoever nearly 
they may approach the true faith, nor schismatics, 
though they may hold the true faith entire, are 
members of the one Church, 

Whether right or wrong, these positions are 
asserted by St. Cyril, Ruffiuus, St. Augustin, the 
anonymous exjjositor, and by Nicetas. 

But as the earliest of these writers lived in the 
fourth century, and as their expositions may be 
suspected of a narrowness arising from the com- 
pendious way in which it wa.s necessary to instruct 
candidates for baptism, we will go on to examine 
in the treatises of the fathei-s written at large, and 
designed for the fully instructed members of the 
Church, how far these ex]x>sitions are a fair and 
exact statement of Catholic doctrine. 

We will first examine such passages as relate 
to that part of the one Holy Church which is visible 
in the world, 

St. IreufEus says that '* God led Abraham and 



CHAP. U.j THE UNITY OF THE CHURCH. 



39 



his seed into the kingdom of Heaven, which is the 
Church through Jesus Christ, to whom is given 
the adoption and the inheritance which was pro- 
misoxi to Abraliam." ' In another pkce he says, 
that " As Jacob took the blessing from Esau, so the 
latter people {i.e. the Church) took away the bless- 
ing from the former (i. e. from the Jews), for which 
cause he suffered the plots and persecutions of his 
brother, as the Church also suflers the same from 
the Jews. The twelve tribes, the family of Israel, 
were born in a strange land, as Christ also began 
to form among strangers the twelve-pillared founda- 
tion of the Churcli;" ° and afterwards, " J^ur the 
whole going forth of the people of God from Egypt 
was a type and image of tlie going forth of the 
Church which siiould be among tlie Gentiles ; for 
this also, in the end. He led the Church towards its 
inlieritance, which not Moses the servant of God, 
but Jesus the Sou of God, shall give in possession." ' 
And the Church thus prefigured and adumbrated 
by Israel, St. Irenaius describes as " scattered 
abroad throughout the world .... dwelling as it 
were in one house .... having one soul, one 
and the same heart .... and teaching with one 
month."' 

The language of Tertullian is to the same effect. 
The Apostles, he says, " went into all the world and 

' S. Irenicua, lib. iv. viii. p. 236. ed. Ben. 

• Ibid, lib. iv. c, xKi. ■ Ibid. lib. iv. c. XXX. 

' Ibid. lib. i. fX, 
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preaclied the samf rloctrine of the same faith to the 
nations, and founded Churches iu every city, from 
which afterwards the rest of the Churches borrowed 
the line of the faltli and the seeds of doctrine, and 
do daily borrow it, and so become Churches. And 
for this cause they also are reputed Apostolical, 
being the offspring; of Apostolical Churches. Every 
family must be traced back to its original; therefore 
these so many and great Churcliea are that oue 
first Church which the Apostles founded, from which 
all are sprung. So all are primitive and all Apos- 
tolical, so long as all are oue. The proof of unity 
is the participation of peace, tlie sahitation of bro- 
therhood, and the interchange of hospitality." ' 

St. Clement of Alexandria writes, " Wherefore I 
conceive it has been made manifest by what has 
deen said, that the true Church, the Church which 
is indeed primitive, is one, into which the just 
according to the purpose (of Cod) are gathered. 
For God being one and the Lord one, therefore 
whatever is most highly precious is praised in re- 
■(pect that it stands alone, being a likeness of the one 
first principle. In the nature, liowever, of the One 
partaketh that One Church which heresies violently 
strive to rend into many : wherefore in its sub- 
stance, and its mind, and its principle, and its 
excellence, we declare the primitive and Catholic 
Church to be one only, unto the uuity of the 
one faith, which is according to the several cove- 
■ Tertull. de prvecr. HtcreL c. xx. Opuicuk. ed. Routh. 
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nants, or ratlier according to tlie one covenant 
at divers times, whicli by the will of one God, 
tlirough one Lord, gathers together those that are 
ordained whom God hath predestinated, having 
known before the foundation of the world that they 
would 1)6 righteous. Wherefore tlie excellence of 
the Church, like the principle of its constitution, 
is in its oneness, thereby transcending all other 
rliings, and having nothing like or equal to it." ' 
In another place he calls it " the gathering together 
of the elect." ' 

The testimony of St. Cyprian is so well known 
that I need quote no more than one passage from 
his treatise on the Unity of the Church. 

After showing that our Lord singled out St, 
Peter, and made him a type of Unity by giving 
first to one edone the power of the keys, he says, 
" For the inculciition of Unity, He disposed by his 
authority that the beginning of ttiat Unity should 
have its rise in one. The other Apostles were wirat 
Peter was—endowed with a like share of honour 
and power, but the beginning was made from one, 

that the Church might be shown to be one 

The Apostle Paul teaches the same thing, and 
shows forth the mystery of Unity, when he says, 
' There is one body and one Spirit, and one hope of 
your calling, one Lord, one faith, one baptism, one 
God.' The Church is one, which by 

' S. Clem. Ales. Situm. vii. 17. turn. ii. 899. 
. ■ Ibid. vii. 6. tiim ii p 846 
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the growth of its fruitfulnesa is spread widely into 
a multitude : as there are many rays of tiie sun but 
one light) and many branches of a tree but one 
trunk planted in the clinging root, and though from 
one fountain many rivers flow, so that there seem to 
be many several streams by reason of the fulness of 
the abuudant flood, yet is the oneness maintained 
in the original spring. Take ofi" a ray from the 
body of the sun, the unity of light admits no divi- 
sion ; cut off a stream fi-om the fountain, that winch 
is cut off dries up : so the Church, filled through- 
out with the liglit of the Lord, spreads its rays 
through the whole world; yet is it only one light 
which is everywhere diffused ; nor is the Unity of 
the body severed : by reason of its abundant fulness 
it stretches its rays into all the eartli ; it pours 
widely forth its flowing streams, yet is there one 
head, aud one beginning, and one mother, teeming 
with continual fruitful ness." ' 

So also St. Justin Martyr, in his dialogue with 
Trypho, speaks of the visible Unity of the Church 
as prefigured in the synagogue, and adumbrated by 
Pharaoh's daughter in the forty-fifth Psalm : " And 
to them that believe iu Him (Chrisf) as being one 
soul, and one synagogue, and one Church, the 
word of God is spoken as to a daughter, to the 
Church that is, which is formed of His name, aud 
partakes of His name (far we are all called Chris- 
tiaus). The words (of the Psalm) with equal 
' S. Cyprian de Unit. Ecclesin. 
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had forfeited tlie name of Christian, he adds: "That, 
therefore, alone is the Catholic Churcli which re- 
tains the true worship. This is the fountain of 
truth, this the home of the faith, tliis the temple of 
God, into which if any man enter not, or from 
which if any man go out, lie is a stranger to the 
hope of life and everlasting salvation." ' 

St, Ambrose, commenting on the works of the 
third day, interprets the gathering together of the 
waters as a type of the Church. ." From every 
valley a Catholic people is gathered together. Now 
there are not many congregations, but the congre- 
gation is one, the Church is one." * 

Epiphanius also, after quoting the well-known 
text, "My dove is one," says: "For the Church 
is begotten of one faith, being born of the Holy 
Ghost, the only daughter of one only mother, and 
the only one to her that bare her. As many as 
came after her and before her were called harlots, 
who nevertlieless were not altogether aliens from 
the covenant and the inheritance, but had received 
no dowry from tlie Word, nor any visitation of the 
Holy Ghost," ' 

But of all the writers of the early Church there 
is no one from whose works so many and so direct 
statements of the Unity of the Ciuirch may be 
extracted aa from those of St. Augustin. The 

* Lact&ntiua de vurfk Sup. lib. iv. 30. 

' S. Ambrose. Hexoemer. lib, iii, ed. Ben. 

* Epiph. fulv. Haer. lib, iii. tom- ii- 6. 
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greater part of Ills life was laboriously spent in 
winning schismatics to the Unity of the Church. 
His polemical writings were drawn from him by 
these duties, and they wear the form and exhibit 
the impress of this great doctrine with a severity and 
truth which conflict with eiTOi- seems alone to give. 
The chief difficidty in using the testimony of 
St. Augustin is, to know what to omit and what to 
choose. I shall give only one or two passages 
under this head, as we shall necessarily return to 
his works hereafter. In his instructions to Cate- 
chumens, he says, " All those things which we see 
accomplished in the name of Christ in the Church 
of God, and throughout the whole earth, were fore- 
told before the world ; and as we read, so we see 
them fulfilled, whereby we are built up in faith. 
For once there was brought on the whole earth a 
deluge, for the destruction of sinners ; and they who 
escaped in the ark exhibited a type of the Church 
which should be afterwards, which now floats upon 
the waves of this world, and is saved from drowning 
by the wood of Christ's cross. To Abraham, the 
servant of God, one single man, it was foretold that 
from him :i people should Ije born, who should 
worship the one God in the midst of the other 
nations who worshipped idols ; and all things 
which were foretold as happeuing to that people 
came to pass as they were foretold. It was pro- 
phesied also that of that people should come Christ, 
the King and God of all saints, of the seed of 
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iiarly Christian teaciters held and taught that the 
one Church is the antitype of the ark, the family 
of Abraham, the people of Israel descended from 
the twelve patriarchs ; that it is the bride and the 
body of Christ — a sole, definite, visible system, 
easily distin<ruishable from all heretical and schis- 
matical bodies; and that in this primarily consists 
the Unity of the Church. 

This will be more manifest, if we consider for a 
moment with how constant and unanimous a voice 
the same Christian teachers declare that no heretics, 
nor schismatics, are members of the one Church. 
They maintained not only that gaiusayers of the 
Christian faith were cut off from the one body, but 
also that they who, even though they held the 
whole doctrine of Christianity in its soundness, yet 
broke from the communion of the visible body, 
were also excluded from tlie Church. 

We may exhibit the mind of the early Christians 
upon this point by referring to the works of St. 
Cyprian and St. Augustin, who were respectively 
engaged in reducing a sehismatical congregation to 
the Unity of the Church. It is to he observed that 
in neither case was there any disputed point of 
doctrine. The whole controvei-sy turned upon a 
breach which had been made in the Unity of the 
Catholic Church. 

In the case of St. Cyprian a schism had been 
formed, both in the African Church and at Rome, 
by Feliciasimus, who had been schismatically or- 
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dained deacon, and by Novatiaii, who claimed the 
see of Rome against Cornelius. It was on this 
occasion that St. Cyprian wrote liis Treatise on tJie 
Unity of the Church, in which he says, " Whoso- 
ever is separate from the Churcli is joined to an 
adulteress; he is severed from t)ie promises of the 
Church ; he is an alien, a profane man, aud an 
enemy. He can no longer have God for his Father 
who has not the Church for his mother. If any 
one who was out of the ark of Noah could escape, 
then he also that is not of the Church shall 
escape." ' 

And again, in his letter to Antonianus, he says, 
" As for Novatian himself, ray dearest brother, con- 
cerning whom yon desired to Iiear what heresy he 
had introduced, know in the first place that we 
ought not even to be curious to inquire what his 
teaching is, forasmuch as he teaches out of the 
Church. Whosoever and whatsoever any man may 
be, he is no Christian who is not in Christ's Church, 
Although he boast himself, and declaim with proud 
words of his philosophy and eloquence, he that 
does not hold to brotherly love, and the Unity 
of the Church, has forfeited even what he was 
before." * 

In the same way, St. Augustin, writing of the 
Donatista, says, " Christ is both the head and the 
body : the only begotten Son of God is the Head ; 

' S. Cyprian De Unitate Ecclesiflc. 
•Ad Anton. Ep. iii. ed. Ben 
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the body is His Church, the bridegroom and the 
bride, two in one flesli. Whosoever agree not with 
Holy Scripture, toucliing the Head, though they be 
in all places where the Church is known, are not 
in the Church ; and again, whosoever agree with 
Holy Scripture, touching the Head, but communi- 
cate not with the Unity of the Church, are not in 
the Church, because they agree not concerning the 
body of Christ, which is the Church, according to 
the testimony of Christ himself. For instance, they 
who do not believe that Christ came in the flesh of 
the Virgin Mary, of the seed of David, which the 
Scriptures of God declare most plainly, or that he 
did not rise again in the l>ody in which he was 
crucifietl and Ijuried, even though they should be 
found in all lands wherever the Church is found, 
they are therefore not in the Church, because they , 
do not hold the Head of the Church, which is Christ 
,Iesus ; and they are not deceived by any obscurity 
of the Divine Scriptures, but they contradict the 
most notorious and plainest testimonies. Also, who- 
soever believe indeed that Christ Jesus came in the 
flesli, as has been said, and rose again in tlie same 
flesh in which he was bom and sufi'ered, and is 
Himself the Son of God, God witli God, and one 
with the Father, the incommunicable Word of the 
Father, by whom all things were made, but yet so 
dissent from His body, which is the Church, that 
they do not coniniuuicate witli it as it is everywhere 
spread abroad, anil are found separated in some 
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particular spot, it is manifest that they are not in 
the Catholic Church.'" 

One more passage will bring this to a most exact 
expression of the primitive doctrine. 

St. Aiigiistin, writing to Vincentius, says, " AH 
the sacraments of the Lord are derived from the 
Catholic Clmrch, which yon still have and admi- 
nister as they were wont to be held and given, even 
before you went out (of the Church), It is not 
that you therefore have not these things because 
you are not there, whence the thing's you possess 
are derived. We do not change those things in 
you wherein we are with you, for in many things 
ye are with us : for of such persons it is said, * that 
in many things they were witli me ;' * but we correct 
those things in which you are not with us, and we 
desire you to receive here those things which ye 
have not where ye are : for ye are with us in Bap- 
tism, in the Creed, in the other mysteries of the 
Lord; but in the spirit of unity and the bond of 
peace, above all, in the Catliolic Church, ye are 
not with us."' 

From these passages it is evident that the one 
Chureh had a certain visible system of which they 
that were separated from it did not partake ; and that 
this system, whatsoever it be, is that character to 
which tlie types and shadows of the ark, the temple, 
and the fold were held to refer. It was evidently 
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something external and organic. M'e will examine 
therefore what was tliat condition which determined 
whether or no a man liolding the faitli and sacra- 
ments, as the Donatists held them, were witli- 
in or without the Church of Christ; and with this 
inquiry we will close the portion of the subject 
which relates to the visible part, of the one Church. 

St. Augustin objects against the Donatists that 
they had separated themselves from the Catholic 
bishops: — "We may not assent to the teacliing 
even of the Catholic bishops, if at any time they 
are deceived into opinions contrary to the canonical 
Scriptures of God ; but if they should so fall into 
error, and yet maintain the bond of unity and 
charity, let tlic apostle's saying avail in thoir case : 
' And If in anything ye are otherwise minded, God 
shall reveal even this unto you.' Now these divine 
words have so manifest an application to the whole 
Church, that none but heretics in their stubborn 
perverseness and blind fury can bark against 
them." ' 

In like manner St. Cyprian ; — " This unity we 
ought firmly to hold and contend for, especially we 
who are bisliops, who preside in the Church, that 
we may exhibit the episcopate also one and undi- 
vided. . . . The episcopate is one of which each 
holds in full a common sliare."' 

" Such an one is to be abhorred and avoided, 
being separated from the Church. Such an one is 
perverse, and sinneth, and is condemned of hira- 
■ De Unilaw Ewl, 29. ' S. Cyprian, de Unir. Eccl. 
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self. Does he think himself to be with Christ, wiio 
seta himself against the priests of Christ — who 
severs himself from the fellowship of His clergy and 
people? He bears arms against the Church, and 
strives against the dispensation of God, being an 
enemy of the altar, a rebel against the sacrifice of 
Christ, for faith perfidious, for religion sacrilegious, 
a disobedient servant, an impious son, an hostile 
brother, despising the bishops and forsaking the 
priests of God, he dares to set up another altar.'" 

And in the letter to Antonianus, before quoted, 
he says of Novatian: — "There being one Church 
founded by Christ, divided into many members 
throughout the world, also one Episcopate spread 
abroad in the accordant multitude of many bishops, 
he, after this tradition of God, after the connecting 
and joining together in all places of the Unity of 
the Catholic Churcli, endeavours to set up a human 
Church, and sends these new apostles of his into 
many cities, to establish the new foundations of his 
institution ; and seeing that there are in all pro- 
vinces, and in every several city, bishops already 
constituted, ancient in age, in faith perfect, in straits 
approved, in persecution proscribed, he has the 
hardihood to erect other mock-bishops over them, 
as if he eould traverse the whole world in tlie stub- 
bornness of his new attempt, or break up the com- 
pactness of the ecclesiastical body by the sowing of 
his discord."^ 

' S. Cjprian. de Unil. Eedcaiic. 
• Ad Anton. Ep. lii. ed. Beii. 
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And in bis auswer to Cornelius concerning the 
offences of NoVBtian, St. Cyprian says, that after 
making a schism at Carthage he went to Rome, and 
strove to do the same : " Severing a portion of the 
people from the clergy, and cutting asunder the con- 
cord of a fimily-united, mnttially-attached brother- 
hood He who in one place had made adcacou 

in opposition to the Charcb, in the other made a 

bishop They cannot remain in tlie Church of 

God who do not maintain the discipline ordained 
by God and the Church, by tlie tenor of their 
actions, and the peaceableness of their disposi- 
tions.'" 

And a little afterwards : — " He that is not planted 
in the precepts and counsels of God the Father, he 
only can depart from the Church; he only, after 
forsaking tlie bishops, persists in his madness among 
heretics and schismatics."' 

In exactly the same sense, St. Ignatius writes to 
the Philadelphiaus : — " Do not err, my brethren. 
If any man Follow a schismatic, he shall not inherit 
the kingdom of God. . . . Take good heed then to 
partake of one Eucharist : for there is one flesh of 
our Lord Jesus Christ, and one cup for the uniting 
us in his blood, one altar; as also there is one 
Bishop with the presbyters and deacons, my fellow- 
servante." * 

Also, in his epistle to tlie Trallians, he says: — 
" In like manner, let all reverence the deacons, as 
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aleo the bishops, as Jesus Christ, who is the Sun of 
the Father; and the presbytei-s as the Council of 
God, and as the bond of the apostles: apart from 
these the name of Church is not." ' And " He 
that does anything without the bishop, and presby- 
tery, and deacon is not of a pure conscience." * 

With one passage to the same effect from St. 
Ireneeus, we will conclude this head : — " Where- 
fore," he says, " we must obey those who are in 
the Cinirch : the presbyters, wlio liave succession 
from the apostles, as we have shown, who, together 
with the succession of the Episcopate, received the 
sure gift of truth according to the good pleasure 
of the Father; but others who withdraw from the 
chief succession, and assemble in any place, we 
ought to bold in suspicion, either as heretics and of 
evil opinions, or as schisniatical through pride, and 
self-pleasing; or, again, as hypocrites who do it 
for the sake of gain or vain-glory. All these have 
fallen from the truth. The heretics, indeed, bring- 
ing strange 6re to the altar of God- — that is, strange 
doctrines — shall lie consumed by fire from heaven, 
as Nadab and Abihu ; and they that rise up against 
the truth, and stir up others against the Church of 
God, shall abide in the pit, swallowed by the yawn- 
ing of the earth, as Corah, Dathan, and Abi- 
ram with their followers ; but they who rend and 
sever the Unity of the Church shall receive from 
God the same punishment as Jeroboam."' 
■ S. igiiBt. ad Trail. ' Ibid. ' S. Iren. ikdr. Hsr. lib. iv. 26 
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From those passages, especially from the last 
sentence of" that uow quoted, it is evident that the 
gin of schism consisted in separating from the di- 
vinely-ordained priesthood and polity of the Church, 
and in usurping the power to constitute a new 
priesthood and polity, beside the one Church of 
Christ ; and in this consists the visible unity of the 
one body, that it had throughout the world a 
visible system governed by rulers ordained of God. 
The univeraal college of Catholic bishops, ■with 
their several flocks (pleba pastori adwiatd), made up 
the Church of Christ, and the one fold of the one 
Pastor. 

The question whether or no any man were in that 
one fold they looked on as equivalent to the ques- 
tion whether or no he were subject to the Catholic 
pastors, and in communion with their flock. 

We have now examined the chief points relating 
to that part of the one Church which was visible in 
the world ; and the reader will judge whether or 
no, in the following summary, the mind of the 
Christian writere whose works we have quoted be 
fairly represented. 

They held and taught that there is in the world 
one visible body, which is the Church. 

That its oneness consists in having one origin : 
one object in faith, one succession and polity, and 
one Head, which is Christ. This may be called its 
oi^anic oneness. 

That, further, it is one in the spiritual graces 
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peace, charity, aubmissioa to spiritual guides, and 
in brotherly comrauniou among the pastors and 
members of the liuck. This may be called its moral 
oneness. 

We have now to examine the teaching of the 
early Christians respecting that portion of the one 
Church which is invisible. They believed in the 
personal oneness of the whole body, and taught that 
the visibleness or invisibleness of its parts was an 
accident. This we see at once from the answer of 
St. Augustin to the Donatists, who charged the 
Catholics with making two Churches, because they 
taught that tlie visible Church is imperfect, the in- 
visible perfect iu holiness. " The Catholics," he 
says, " refuted this calumny about the two 
Churches, at the same time showing more dis- 
tinctly their meaning, namely, that they did not 
hold that the Church which has a mixture of evil 
men in it is severed from the kingdom of God, 
where evil men shall not be mingled, but that the 
very same one holy Church is now under one 
condition and shall hereafter be under another : 
that it now has a mixture of evil men, and then 
shall not have any : as it is now mortal, because 
made up of mortal men, but shall then be Immor- 
tal, because there shall be in it no one who can auy 
more die even in the body ; just as there were not 
therefore two Christs, because first he died, and 
afterwards dieth no more.'" But iu this invisible 

' S. Aug. Brevic. Coll. cum UunutisC. c. x. turn. ix. ed. Beii. 
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portion of the one Cliurcli they taught that as 
there were gathered in one the saints of all nations, 
so there were the saints of all dispensations and tiuitis. 

This we will go ou to show, as before, by cita- 
tions. 

The first we may adduce is from the Shepherd 
of Hermas. The allegorical form of this work, if 
it take from its weight as an exact exposition of 
doctrine, is, for the same reason, more favourable 
as giving opportunity for a full exhibition of the 
writer's belief. 

After adurabmting the Church as a tower built 
upon the water, he adds, " Hear now also conceni- 
ing the stones that an; iu the building. The square 
and white stones, which agree exactly in their 
joints, are the apostles, and bishops, and doctors, 
and ministers, who through tlie mercy of God have 
come in and governed, and taught, and ministered 
holily and modestly to the elect of God ; both they 
who are fallen asleep and they who yet remain, who 
have always agreed with them, and have had peace 
among themselves, and have obeyed each other. 
For which cause their joints exactly meet together 
in the building of the tower. They which are 
drawn out of the deep and put into the building, 
and whose joints agree with the otiier stones which 
are already built, are tliose which are already fallen 
asleep, and have sufi'ered for the sake of tlie Lord's 
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And in his ninth Similitude he says, " What are 
these stones which were taken out of the deep and 
fitted into the building? The ten, eaid he, which 
were placed at the foundation are the first age, the 
following five-and- twenty the second, of righteous 
men, Tlie next thirty-five are the prophets and 
ministers of the Lord ; and the forty are the apos- 
tles and doctors of the preaching of the Son of 
God." ' And a little after : " And I said. Sir, 
show me this farther. He answered. What dost 
thou ask ? Why did these stones come out of the 
deep, and were placed into the building of this 
tower, seeing that they long ago carried those 
holy spirits? It was necessary, said he, for them 
to ascend by water, that they might be at vest ; 
for they could not otherwise enter the kingdom of 
God but by laying aside the mortality of their 
former life. They tlierefore being dead were ne- 
vertheless sealed with the seal of the Son of God, 
and so entered into the kingdom of God. For be- 
fore a man receives the name of the Son of God, 
he is ordained unto death ; but when he receives 
that seal, he is freed from death and assigned unto 
life. Now, that seal is the water of baptism, into 
which men go down under the obligation unto 
death, but come up apiwinted unto life. Where- 
fore to those also was this seal preached, and they 
made use of it, that tliey migiit enter into tlie king- 
dom of God. And I said, Why, then. Sir, did 
' S. HemiK Simil. IK. s. 15. 
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ascend with thei 
ready received that seal ? He an- 
swered, Because these apostles and teachers, who 
preached the name of the Son of God, dying after 
they had received his faith and power, preached to 
those who were dead hefore, and they gave this 
8eal to them. Tliey went down, therefore, into the 
water with them and again came up. But these 
went down whilst they were alive, and came up 
again alive : whereas those who were before dead 
went down dead, hut came up alive. Through 
these, therefore, they received life, and knew the 
Son of God. For which cause they came up with 
tliem, and were fit to come into the building of the 
tower ; and were not cut, but put in entire, liecause 
they died in righteousness, and in great purity, 
only this seal was wanting to them.'" 

St. Clement, in his Epistle to the Corinthians, 
saysj " Let us look stedfastly unto tlie blood of 
Christ, and see how precious unto God is his blood 
which was shed for our salvation, and hath brought 
to the whole world the grace of repentance. Let 
us stedfastly look at all generations, and learn that 
from generation to generation 'the Lord hath given 
a place of repentance to those that (urned to Him, 
Noah preached repentance, and those that heard 
him were saved. Jonah preached conversion to the 
Ninevites, and they that repented of their sins 
turned away the wrath of God by their prayers 
' S. HermK Simil, ix. 16. vid. S. Clem, AJex. Strom, ii. 9. 452. 
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CHAP. ll.J 

and were saved, although they were aUens from 
God." ' 

St. IrenHeus, speaking of Abraham, teaclies that 
he was a type of both testaments : " that he might 
become the father of all who follow the word of 
God and endure the pilgrimage of this world, that 
is, of all who are faithful both from the circum- 
cision and uncircumcision; as Christ is the chief 
corner-stone which upholds all things, and gathers 
together into the one faith of Abraham those who 
in both Testaments are fit for the building of 
God." ' 

The same we have already seen in Clement of 
Alexandria ' and Nicetas, ' 

But the most explicit declarations of this view 
are to be found in the works of St. Augustin. 
After speaking of the book of Job, he adds, " I do 
not doubt that this was divinely provided, that by 
this one proof we might know tliat there may he 
even among other nations those who walked with 
God, and pleased him, and belong to the spiritual 
Jerusalem, which we can believe was conceded to 
no one but to those to whom had been divinely re- 
vealed the one mediator between God and man, 
the man Christ Jesus, who to the saints of old was 
foretold as to come, even as he is declared to us as 
come already, that one and the same faith through 



■ S. Clem. Rd Cor, Ep. i. 7. 

• S. Irenteus, adv. Her. lib. iv. «v. 

» S. Clem. Alex. torn. ii. 899. * S. NiceUe 0pp. 43. 
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Him might lead all the predestinate into the city of 
God, tlie housp of God, tlie temple of God."' 

In another place, also, speaking of tlie saints be- 
fore Christ's coming, he says, they "were citizens 
of that holy city," and " were membei-s of Christ's 
Church althongh tliey lived before Christ our Lord 
was born in the flesh. For He the only begotten 
Son of God, the Word of His Father, equal and 
co-eternal with the Father, by whom all things 
were made, was made man for us, that He might be 
the head of the whole Church as of tlie whole body. 
So all the saints who were on earth before the na- 
tivity of our Lord Jesus Christ, although born 
beforehand, yet were united under their head to 
that universal body of which He is the head."* 

"The body of this head is the Church, not that 
which is in this place, but both in this place and in all 
the world ; not that which is at this time, but from 
Abel to those who shall be born even unto the end, 
and shall believe in Christ : the whole people of 
the saints belong to one city, which city is the body 
of Christ, of which Ciiriat is head. Thus also the 
angels are our fellow-citizens : only, as strangers, 
far from home, we are toiling; while they in the 
city await our coming. And from that city, from 
which we are absent far off", letters have come to 
us, which are the Scriptures, &c."' 

And again, speaking of Canaan, he says, "There 

' De Civ. Dci.lili xviii. 47- inm. vi. ed. Ben. 
• De Catech. rud. H3. torn. vii. 
* Enarratio in Pb. xc. Sermo. 2. 
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was built JeruBalem, the illustrious city of God, 
which served as a sign of the city which is free, 
which is called tlie Heavenly Jerusalem. Of 
which all saactiticd men who ever were, who are, 
and who shall be, are citizens, and every holy 
spirit, even they that in the highest heavens obey 
God with pioua devotion. Of this city the Lord 
Jesus Clirist is king; tlic Word of God by whom 
the highest angels are niled ; the Word that took 
man's nature, that men also might be ruled by 
Him, who shall also reigTi with Him in everlasting 
peace." ' 

And in another place, " The temple of God, that 
is of llie whole highest Trinity, is the Holy Church, 
namely, the Universal Church in Heaven and 
earth."* "This Church, therefore, wliich is made 
up of the holy angels and growers of God, will then 
become known to us as it really is, when we are 
fiuaily joined to it to enjoy together with it ever- 
lasting bliss. But that Church which is afar off 
from it in its pilgrimage on earth, is by so much 
the more known to us, for that we are in it ; and it 
is made up of men, which also we arc. This 
Church is redeemed from all sin by the blood of 
the Mediator, who is without sin. Christ did not, 
indeed, die for the angels ; and yet even the angels 
are partakers of this mystery, when any portion 
soever of mankind is redeemed and delivered from 

C'.nr, E.iarr, iciPaalm xssvi.v. 
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evil by His death. Since, in a certain sense, man- 
kind returns to favour with them, after tlie enmity 
which sin wrought between men and the holy 
augela; and by the same redemption of man the fall 
of the angels is restored ; and the holy angels being 
taught of God, by the eternal contemplation of 
whose tnith they are blessed, know what number of 
the family of man the perfection of that city waits 
for to fulfil its complement. M'herefore the Apostle 
says, ' to restore all tilings in Christ, which are in 
Heaven and which are in earth, even in Him.' For 
the things in Heaven are restored when the fall of 
angels is restored from among mankind ; and things 
in earth are restored when men who are predesti- 
nated to eternal life are renewed from the oldness 
of corruption. And thus by that one sacrifice iu 
which the Mediator was slain, which one sacrifice 
the many victims in the law figured forth, heavenly 
things were reconciled with earthly, and earthly 
with heavenly. As also, the Apostle says, ' It 
pleased Him that in Him should all fullness 
dwell; and by Him to reconcile all things to 
Himself, making peace by the blood of His 
cross, whether they be tilings in earth or things in 
heaven.' " ' 

I will add only one more passage : " Let no man 
be deceived. Even the things in Heaven, and the 
glory of the angels, and the principalities visibli 
and invisible, unless tbey believe in the blood 
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Christ, shall be brought into judgment. He that 
can receive it let him receive it." ' 

From these passages it is evident that they 
believed the saints of all ages to be members of the 
one Church, and that they who fell asleep before 
Christ's coming vfere engrafted into it by some 
mysterious action in the invisible world. ^ All holy 
angels, and all spirits of just men made perfect, 
under Christ their Head, made up the unseen por- 
tion of tlie one Church. And of this we have very 
full and striking evidence in two primitive usages, 
The first being the commemoration and commenda- 
tion of tile departed faithful, which in all Liturgies, 
as in those ascribed to St. Chrysostora, St. Basil, St 
Gregory, and to the Apostles, runs nearly in the 
same form. In the suffrages for the whole Catholic 
Church they were ever wont to testify the oneness 
of the visible and invisible parts, saying, " Further, 
O Lord, vouchsafe to remember them also who, 
from the beginning of the world, have pleased thee, 
the holy fathers, patriarchs, apostles, prophets, 
preachers, evangelists, martyrs, confessors, and 
every just spirit made perfect in the faith of 
Christ." * 

The other usage to which I refer shows that they 
believed the visible part to have not only union, but 
communion of energy and worship with the part in- 

' S. Ignat, ad Smyrnreos. 

' B. Cyril. Hier, Cat. siii. 31, »nd S. Henuae, ut supra, p. 59. 

' Liiurg. S. BoBil, 0pp. turn. ii. p. 680. 
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visible. In tlio same Eucharistical office was always 
used the Seraphic Hymn or Trisagium, in which the 
earthly and heavenly Church were believed to join. 
The following passages will represent the common 
faith of the early teachers on this poiut. Speaking 
of this hymn, St. Chrysostom says, "Know ye tliia 
voice ? Whether is it ours or the seraphims" ? Both 
ours and the seraphims' through Christ, who hath 
taken away the middle wall of partition, and recon- 
ciled things in Heaven and things in earth, making 
both one. For aforetime this hymn was sung in 
Heaven alone ; but when the Lord vouchsafed to 
come down on earth he brought down to us also 
this melody. Wherefore the chief priest (i. e. the 
Bishop), when he stands at the holy table, ofi'ering 
the reasonable service, and making oblation of the 
unbloody sacrifice, does not merely call us to this 
chant, but after naming the cherubim and seraphim, 
then exhorts every one to send forth tliis awful 
song, drawing our thoughts from the earth by the re- 
membrance of those that chant with us, and almost 
crying to each of us and saying, ' Thou singest 
with the seraphim, stand then with the seraphim, 
spread thy wings with them, with them hover 
round the royal throue.' " ' They believed that the 
acts of homage and adoration offered by the visible 
were assisted by the invisible members of the 
Church ; that they bore a part in all the ghostly 
energies of that body of which the Church mili- 
' S. Chry», Horn. vi. in Esni- 1. iii S90. 
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tant is the lower portion, and Christ the common 
Head. 

It would be very easy to multiply, to an indefinite 
extent, passages wliich bear upon the points under 
consideration. But knowing how irksome it is to 
read over a series of quotations, I have endeavoured 
to make them as few as possible. With this view 
I have used the best judgment I was able in select- 
ing such as seemed clear enough to exhibit the 
mind of the early Church. 

Once more, let me remind the reader that the 
only point in which he need as yet apply his criti- 
cal skill is, whether or no tlie following summary 
be a fair and exact representation of the sense of 
the writers here adduced. 

It would seem that they believed the one Church 
to consist of the body of faithful of all nations 
and of all ages, gathered under Christ their tlead; 
and that of this body there are two parts, one 
visible and one invisible, between which there 
nevertheless subsists the most strict and energetic 
personal union : that the invisible part is perfect 
and admitted into the fellowship of angels ; and the 
visible imperfect, having in it a mixture of evil 
men, and that its unity is twofold, organic in its 
origin and polity, and moral in peace and charity ; 
the visible mark or character of unity being com- 
munion with pastors deriving lawful succession 
from the Apostles of Christ. 
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CHAPTER III. 



THE UNITY OF THE CHURCH AS TAUGHT IN HOLY 
SCRIPTURE, 



Hitherto I have attempted only to ascertain in 
what sense the doctrine of the Unity of the Chnrrh 
was held in the Brst ages. If 1 have faithfully 
exhibited the mind of the early teachers of Christ's 
Gospel, I have fulfilled the work I undertook. 
Whether that doctrine which has been exhibited be 
true or not is a further question, on which I have 
BS yet made oo assertion. Henceforward I shall 
endeavour to show by a course of direct argument 
what is the doctrine of Unity as revealed by Jesus 
Christ. If the conclusion to which our reasoning 
may ultimately lead us should be found to coin- 
cide with the doctrine stated in the last chapter, it 1 
will of course amount to an independent proof that 
the same doctrine is true. I say independent; for 
it must always be borne in mind that, even though 
the arguments of this present chapter should appear 
inconclusive, the statements in the last constitute 
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a distinct and separate fact, which, if supposed to be 
untrue, must be explained away or accounted for. 

I will, however, assert nothing upon the witness of 
the early Chureh, I will not as yet use it even for 
the enunciation of our present argument. But, as 
we have ascertained by detailed examination what 
was the doctrine of Unity taught by the uninspired 
writers, we will now follow exactly the same course 
with the inspired teachers of the Church. The 
whole of this chapter, tlierefore, will rest upon the 
canonical books of Scripture. 

That the Unity of the Church in some sense 
is a doctrine of Holy Scripture every Christian man 
admits. So far there is no controversy. Id what 
sense this Unity is to be believed, whether as wholly 
visible and outward, or wholly inward and invisible, 
or in a mixed, various, and changeable shape — this 
is the only dispute. It is plain, therefore, that if the 
text of Holy Scripture can be variously interpreted, 
every man will claim its witness for himself, as every 
several man believes the eye of a picture to be 
fixed on him alone. But it is obvious that to call 
any proposition alleged from Scripture a proof 
from Scripture, until it is first proved to be the 
right sense of Scripture, is only to beg the ques- 
tion at every step. Tiie point at issue is plainly this: 
of many apparent senses of Scripture, which is the 
true ? He that has it has Scripture on his side, 
and he only. 

I am aware, therefore, that in profesgiag to derive 
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tlte proof of this chapter from Holy Scripture, I lay 
myself open to the preliminary ohjcction, that the 
words of Scripture are not proof from Scripture till I 
have proved that they are adduced according to the 
mind and intention of the writer. This, therefore, 
is the real point. Every thoughtful man will admit 
that altliough, in the manifold wisdom of God, His 
Word may have, as it were, many sides, and every 
saying of it many aspects, yet it can only be so as 
any perfect though complex figure may have a 
multitude of harmonizing lines, with an absolute 
unity. It savours, therefore, rather of shallowness and 
incoherence to hear men say that Holy Scripture 
has passages of a discrepant and various kintl. God 
cannot belie himself. In the Divine mind all the 
ideas of eternal truth lie in perfect harmony ; and 
all their reflections on the page ofy Hoi Writ are 
likewise of one accord. Scattered and divergent 
as tliey may seem to our eyes, there is a point of 
sight at which we shall see them all rise and blend 
into the oneuess and harmony of light. 

Many, therefore, as may he the apparent senses of 
Scripture, there can be but one true sense. Many 
as may be the apparent arguments and deductions 
from these apparent senses, there can be but one 
true argument and conclusion from Holy Writ. 
And this we will endeavour to ascertain in the 
article of the Unity of the Church, 

I shall, therefore, on every point, first adduce 
the words of Scripture. 
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Next, in the event of doubt as to the right inter- 
pretation of any passa^, I shall adduce such other 
passages of Holy Scripture as may determine its 
sense. 

And. lastly, should the interpretation be still 
doubtful, I shall ascertain in what sense the early 
uninspired writers of the Church received it. I 
shall use them, therefore, not as primary, but as 
corroborating witnesses, and shall leave for candid 
minds to estimate the relative weight of interpreta- 
tions, of which the one shall have the authority of 
some few, and those modern teachers, or it may be 
only of an individual mind, and the other the assent 
and corroboration of Christiaus from the earhest 
traceable antiquity. Of such an interpretation, if we 
may not at once assert that it must be right, we may 
at least believe that it is in harmony with the Catho- 
lic faith, and may be, as it lias been, held without 
blame by the most devoted servants of God. 

Ever since tlie fall of man there has been in the 
world a fellowship of God's faithful servants. In 
the universal sinfulness of mankind, before the 
flood, there was one family, which still clave to God. 
In the second declension from God, wliich followed 
after the flood, tliere was yet a remnant. When 
chosen by the free grace of God, and called out of the 
midst of an idolatrous land and kindred, the family 
of Abraham alone was found faithful. When this 
family had grown into a trilje, and from a tribe into 
a nation, God was pleased to superadd tlie tokens and 
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BJgnatures of a visible polity and priesthood. Thence- 
forward Israel was among oations a " kingdom of 
priests," a visible witness for God. After the various 
fortunes of fifteen hundred years, through which the 
visible national identity of Israel was preserved by 
the Divine Providence, God was pleased to continue 
the same visible witness of Himself in the Church 
of Christ. The Jewish Church was a typical 
Church so far as it was Jewish, that is, the national 
Israel was a figure of the spiritual, of " the Israel of 
God ;" but it was a real Church in so far as it was 
the stock on which the Catholic Church of Christ 
was grafted. It is probable, therefore, that from 
the time of Noah, supposing a visible line from 
Noah to Abraham, and certain that from the time 
of Abraham, there has been in the world one, and 
one only body, a family, a nation, a Catholic 
fellowship, which, through the knowledge of God 
revealed to it alone, has fulfilled the office ascribed 
to it by St. Peter. "Ye are a chosen generation, 
a royal priesthood, a peculiar people, a holy nation, 
to show fortli the praises of Him that hath called 
you out of darkness into his marvellous light." 

At this day there is in the world a great visible 
witness for God, namely, the whole of Christendom. 
There are not two Christendoms, but one only ; and 
in it alone is to be found the true knowledge of 
God revealed to mankind by His Son Jesus Clirist, 
In this sense of Unity, which is plainly deducible 
from Scripture, all will readily agree. 



THE UNITY OF TBE CHURCH. 



We may remark further, that as this visible 
body has had three distinct stages or phases of 
developmeut, the patriarchal, the Dational, and the 
Catholic, so under each several condition it has 
borne a distinct and visible character. 

It has always been constituted as a society, of 
which the two main conditions were subordination 
and charity, the two main relations of sonship and 
brotherhood. This was the structure of the patri- 
archal family, of which there was always one head 
by devolution of tlie right of primogeniture, and one 
body of many members. Towards this head was 
the duty of subordination aa of sons to a father, and 
towards the members of the body, of charity as of 
brethren one to another. 

But when this family multiplied into a nation 
this organised system was more strongly developed. 
The bonds of relation by kindred were so lengthened 
out as to lose in tlie closeness of their hold, there- 
fore God strengthened them by a direct institution. 
A stronger baud was needed to wield a nation than 
a family. For a people of twelve tribes, a more 
visible structure and a more consolidated polity 
was needful. And at this time we find a lawgiver 
and a priest ordained by God himself, the one to 
be for ever represented by the succession of the 
priesthood, tlie other by the judges and the kings. 

The civil and sacerdotal polity of the Jewish 
nation is so legible in every part of Holy Writ, that 
no one has ever called it into doubt : the only ques- 
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tion that can be raised is, whether that polity was 
an economy to muet the temporary condition of a 
particular people, or an institution of Divine wis- 
dom necessary to the well-being of mankind, and 
therefore designed to continue in the Christian 
Church through all ages, to the end of the world. 

And, first, it will be well to remark on the nature 
of the chief types by which the Catholic Church 
was foreshadowed. The earliest is the ark of Noah ; 
the most visible, the family of Abraham and the 
nation of Israel. In both these we sec not more 
the character of unity than of structure and organi- 
sation. The ark was built by the express and detailed 
instruction of God : the distinctive features of the 
Jewish economy were of divine institution, from the 
seal of the Covenant given to Abraham, to the 
pattern shown to Moses in the Mount. 

It is plain, then, that part of the moral instruction 
of these types was to foreshadow a coming mystery, 
the prominent character of which should be a struc- 
ture and an organisation instituted by God him- 
self. 

The same may be traced in the language of tlie 
prophets : as where Daniel passes from the four 
visible empires to a fifth, which is the visible King- 
dom of God ; where Isaiah foretells the peace of the 
Church nnder tlie image of a city built of precious 
stones ; in the whole implied meaning of the 
words, " Behold I lay in Sion, for a foundation, a 
stone, a tried stone, a precious corner stone, a sure 
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foundation;"' and in the head stone, which in 
due time should be brought forth with shouting. ' 
All these foreshadow a structure or polity. 

Other types (such as the stone which grew into a 
great mountain, in the vision seen by Daniel, and 
the figurative language of the Psalms and Song of 
Songs, where the Church is spoken of as the 
beloved and the bride) are designed to express 
Unity, together with some characteristic attribute, 
Buch as growth and extension, or purity and intense 
cleaving of love to Christ the Spouse. But as these 
bring out each one some peculiar property of the 
Church, so do the ark and the people of Israel and 
tiie like bespeak au organised system. 

We may add to these the parables of our Lord, 
in which the Church is everywhere typified as 
one organised body : as for instance, those in 
which He likened the Kingdom of Heaven to 
an household, to a net, to a grain of mustard 
seed, to a vine. In all these continuity of parts 
and unity of structure are distinctly adumbrated. 
To the same effect also are our Lord's words, 
when He applied to Himself the prophecy of the 
stone which the builder refused ; and when He said 
to Simon, " Thou art Peter, and upon this rock 
will I build ray Church." All these things would 
prepare us for some visible organised system 
instituted by God as the fulfilment of the types, and 
ordained in the stead of His former economies. 
' Iiuah xxviii. 16. ' Zecb. iv. 7. 
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Now if we examine Holy Scripture simply as au 
autheutic Iiistorical document, in wliicb the begin- 
nings of the Cliurcli are narrated, we shall fiud, — 

First, that by the baptism of St. John Baptist a 
body of people was gathered together for the service 
of the Messiah. What the circumcision of Abraham 
was to the Mosaic polity tlic baptism of St. John 
was to the Church of Christ. Next, by the baptism 
in the name of Christ, the Brst foundations of the 
Church were laid. " Then they that gladly received 
his (Peter's) word were baptized ; and the same day 
thci-e were added unto them about three thousand 

aouls And they continued steadfastly in the 

Apostle's doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking 
of bread, and in prayers. And the Lord added to 
the Church daily such as should be saved.** ' This 
is the fii'st time we read of the Church as a body 
already in being. Our Lord had plainly spoken of 
it in His benediction to St. Peter,'' but He spoke of 
it in promise and iu prophecy. As yet it did not 
exist. But in the book of Acts we find His words 
rising up into a reality. The Church had passed 
into being. The faithful remnant were knit into one 
body, compacted by one faith and one common bond 
of baptism into Christ. And thenceforward the 
Church is spoken of as a phenomenon well known, 
and as a body conspicuously visible- It was a com- 
munity existing in Jerusalem, and worshipping in 
the temple ; and yet so distinct from the polity and 

' Acta iJ. 41. 42, 41- • St. Matlh. xvL 18 ; sviii. 17. 
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system of the Jews, as to admit its members by a 
formal seal of initiation in the Name of God. The 
Apostles baptized out of God's elder system into the 
new. From this time we find persecution aris- 
ing against " the Church ;" Saul making havock of 
" the Church j" prayer being made for Peter by " the 
Church ;" Herod vexing certain of " the Church." ' 

And, again, we read of the Apostles ordaining 
elders in every Church ; of the Churches through- 
out all Judea having rest ; of Paul going through- 
out Syria confirming the Churches; of the Churches 
being established in the faith. And throughout 
the New Testament Scripture, in more than a 
hundred places, " the Church " is in like manner 
spoken of. 

It is plain that this refers to some one visible 
organized eytem, having unity in plurality, and 
being therefore spoken of as existing at one and the 
same time, in one and in many places. And there- 
fore the Apostolic Epistles bear the name and 
address of each several Church, and to the Church in 
each several place ; and the Church is spoken of 
as in the house of Chloe, or of Gains, of Pliilemon, 
and Nymphas, and the like. But this is enough 
to show that by " the Church " was intended some 
newly developed system, which at that time began 
to take the place of God's previous economies, and 
to overspread both Judea and the countries round 
about. Thus far we have e\idence rather of the 
fact, that such a system was then founded, than of 
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mon principle no less than of unity. Nay, 1 think, 
candid reasoners will admit the8e to be the chief 
and prominent ideas expressed by tlie analogy. 
However, for our present argument, it is enough 
that these be admitted as features in the prophetic 
types and in the langnage of the Apostles. 

The other figure commonly used by St. Paul to 
express the nature of Christ's Church, is that of a 
body. 

To the Ephcsians he says, that God " hath put 
all things under His feet, and gave him to be the 
head over all things to the Cliurch, which is His 
body, the fullness of Him that filleth all in all." ' 
And to the Colossians, " He is the head of the body, 
the Church;"* and a little afterwards, "holding 
the head, from which all the body by joints and 
bands having nourishment ministered, and knit 
together, increaseth with the increase of God."' 
" We being many are one body in Christ."' " As 
the body is one, and hath many members, and all 
the members of that one body, being many, are one 
body, so also is Christ. For by one Spirit ne are 
all baptized into one body, whether we be Jews or 
GentQes, whether we be bond or free, and have 
been all made to drink into one Spirit." ° " Ye are 
the body of Christ and members in particular."' 
To the Ephesians, he says, " I therefore, the prisoner 






* ColoM. I. 18 and 20; and iii. 15. 
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of the Lord, beseech you that ye walk worthy of the 
vocation wherewith ye are called, with all lowliness 
and meekness, witii long suffering-, forbearing one 
another in love, endeavouring to keep the Unity of 
the Spirit in the bond of jwace. There is one body 
and one Spiiit, even as ye are called in one hope of 
your calling, one Lord, one faith, one baptism, one 
God and Father of all, who is above all, and 
through all, aud in you all. But unto every one 
of us is given grace according to the measure of 
the gift of Christ. Wherefore, he saith, when he 
ascended up on high, he led captivity captive, and 

gave gifts unto men And he gave 

some apostles and some prophets, aud some evan- 
gelists, and some pastors and teachers, for tlie per- 
fecting of the saints, for the work of tlie ministry, 
for the edifying of the body of Christ, till we all 
come in the unity of the faith aud of the knowledge 
of the Son of God unto a perfect mau, unto the 
measure of the stature of the fullness of Christ; 
that we henceforth be no more children tossed to 
and fro, and carried about with every wind of doc- 
trine, by the sleight of men, aud cunning craftiness, 
whereby they lie iu wait to deceive; but, speaking 
the truth in love, may grow up into Him iu all 
things, which is the Head, even Christ ; from 
whom the whole body fitly joined tog'ether and 
compacted by that which every joint suppUeth, 
according to tlie effectual working in the measure 
of every part, maketh increase of the body unto the 
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edifying of itself in love." ' So to the Romans he 1 
says, " As we have many members in one body, and 
all members have not the same office, so we being 
many are one body in Christ ; and everj' one mem- 
bers one of another."' And carrying out tlie same 
idea, he says to the Corinthians, that there are 
diversities of gifts, administratioiis, and operations; 
the manifestation of the Spirit being given to each i 
man severally for his respective ministry in the 
edifying of the one body. " God hath set some in 
the Church, first apostles, secondarily prophets, 
thirdly teachers, after that miracles, then gifts of 
healing, helps, governments, diversities of tongues. 
Are all apostles? Are all prophets?"' — all parts of 
the body being thus tempered together with a mani- 
fold and various endowment of powers and func- 
tions, distributed to each several member for the 
interchange of service and reciprocal ministry, and 
for the ultimate well-being of the whole. 

In these passages, and in many more, St. Paul 
shadows forth the Church under the figure of a 
hotly, and then raises tlie figure into a reality, so 
that the example or argument passes by a sort of 
transfiguration into the mystery of Clirist's mystical 
body, as when he says, "We are members of His 
body, of His flesh, and of His bones." * And to this 
transcendent communion he likensthennity of holy 
wedlock. " For tliis cause shall a man leave his 
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father and mother, and shall be joined unto Ida 
wife, and they two shall be one flesh. This is a 
great mystery, but I speak concerning Christ and his 
Chnrch."' From all tins, 1 say, it is most evident 
that St, Panl intends to express not more the Unity 
of Christ's body than the organic structure of the 
Church. 

But in these last passages we have arrived at a 
further truth, namely, that the ministry is of Divine 
origin and authority. St. Paul ascribes the office 
of apostle, prophet, evangelist, pastor, teacher, &c., 
to a direct institution of the Holy Spirit. This 
great fact runs through the whole inspired docu- 
ment. Firet, we read that Christ Himself consti- 
tuted twelve to be his Apostles; next, that they by 
a deliberate action and purpose filled in the place 
of Judas with a successor to his apostolic powers ; 
then that they ordained elders in every Church, 
We find St. Paul giving charge to the elders of the 
Asiatic Churches to feed the flock of God, over 
which the Hoh Ghost had made them overseers : 
we find him laying hands on Timothy, and consti- 
tuting Titus to the oversight of Crete, and in- 
structing them in their spiritual government of 
the Church, and providing for the multiplication 
and succession of pastors. If the ministry be 
not of Divine origin, then surely nothing can be. 
Neither Baptism nor the Eucharist has more, 
and more self-evident proofs of being instituted 

' Ephes. V. 31, 33. 
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p^tfie act and coDttnued by the will of Christ 
of God. 

But besides this we leara from the paas^es abo^ 
cited, that the ministnr' of thf Church was divjuely 
appointed to be as it were the spinal cliord of the 
whole body. It is the very condition of structure 
and organisiatiou, and the divinely onlainc-d mean«; 
of ^owth and unity of life. I raise no question- 
hrre a» to the form and aspect of the polity of the 
Church, and »pcak only of the Successioa of pastors 
deriving power from tlic Apostles of Christ. That 
this is the differentia of the one Church as com- 
pared with other congregations of men is evident, 
aa we may read in Holy Scripture. We have seen 
that the Church "continued steadfastly in the 
Apostles' fellowship." We read of nascent schisms 
in the Churches of Galatla and Corintti, which 
were formed by the congregating of unstable men 
round teachers who professed to be Apostles of 
Christ. The Church of Ephesus was commended 
for trying them which said they were Apostle^ 
and were not, and finding them to be liars. ' SL 
Peter also writes, '* There were false prophets also 
amoug the people, even as there shall be false 
teachers among you, who privily shall bring in 
damnable heresies, even denying the Loi-d that 
bought them, and bring upon themselves swift 
destruction. And many shall follow their [Mirni- 
cious ways." Sec, * St. John, speaking of the fore- 
' HeT. ii, 2. • 2 St Pet. ii. 12. 
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runners of Anti-Christ in his day, says, " They went 
out from us, but they were not of us ; for if they 
had been of ua, they would no doubt have continued 
with us." ' " These be they," says St. Jude, 
" wliich separate themselves, sensual, having not 
the Spirit." ' And St. Paul, " For first of all, 
when ye come togetlier in the Church, I hear that 
there be divisions among you, and I partly believe 
it; for there must needs be also heresies among 
you, that they which are approved may be made 
manifest among you." ' " Obey them that have 
the rule over you, and submit yourselves, for they 
watch for your souls as they that must give 
account."' "And we beseech you, brethren, to 
know tliem which labour among you, and are over 
you in the Lord, and admonisli you. And to 
esteem tliem very highly in love for their work's 
sake, and to be at peace among yourselves." " 

From these passages it is plain that the divinely 
appointed ministry of the Church was the bond 
which knit together the members of Christ in one 
visible communion : that it was in fact the test and 
seal, or, so to speak, the Sacrament of order In the 
Church, being the idea correlative with subordina- 
tion. From this also we see that they who, by false 
teaching or insubordinate temper, violated the Unity 
of the faitli, or of the Christian family, ceased by that 
act to be any longer members of the body. This 
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serering from the body of Christ was twofcM : 
either wilful, as in the case of heretics and xiui- 
tnatics, who separated themselves from the Chinch, 
lor mstaoce the >'jcotaiians ' and the Gnostic 
teachers; or penal, as in the case of the excom- 
municated Corinlhiao, who was " put away " from 
the body of the Church, and delivered by them 
" unto Satan for the destruction of the Aesh, that the 
spirit might be saved in the day of the Lord 
Jesus."* And again of Hymenieus and Alexander, 
whom St. Paul delivered unto Satan, " that thev 
might leam Dot to blaspheme."' To any one who 
will consider the nature of excommunication, and 
the authority by which it was ioflicted, it will be 
abuudantly plain that it siguiBes a judicial sepa- 
ratioD, hy authoritative sentence of the spiritual 
nders, from the body of Christ's Church. And this 
will be sufficient proof of the nature of the Church 
as recorded in Scripture, that it was a visible body, 
having an exact internal organisation, and subjt cted 
to constituted rulers. We learn also that the Unity 
of that body is twofold ■ one kind of Unity being 
objective, consisting in its faith, sacraments, and 
oiganised polity; the other subjective, in the peace 
and brotherly love of the several members. 

In the foregoing pages I have gathered together 
such passages of Hoiy Writ as declai-e to us the 
nature of the one visible Church ; l>ut there are 
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3t!ll other declaratioua of the inspired writers which 
must be taken into view to complete the full mean- 
ing of " the Holy Church." 

In writing to the Ephesians, St. Paul says that 
God having raised Christ from the dead, " set him 
at his own right hand in the heavenly places, fiar 
above all principality, and power, and might, and 
dominion, and every name that is named not only 
in this world, but also in that which is to come ;" ' 
and also to the Philippians that God had '* exalted 
Him and given Him a name which is above every 
name, that at the name of Jesus every knee should 
bow, of things in heaven, and things in earth, and 
things under the earth, and that every tongue 
should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord."" 

To the Colossians he writes, " Who is the image 
of the invisible God, tlie first born of every creature : 
for by Him were all things created that are in 
heaven and that are in earth, visible and invisible, 
whetlier they be thrones, or dominions, or prin- 
cipalities, or powers, all things were created by 
Him and for Him ; and He is before all things, and 
by Him all things consist, and He is the Head of 
the body wliich is the Church, who is the begin- 
ning, the first born from the dead, that in all things 
He might have the pre-eminence. For it pleased 
the Father that in Him should all fullness dwell. 
And having made peace through the blood of His 
cross by Him, to reconcile all things unto Himself 
' Ephei. i. 20, 21. ' Phil. ii. 9, 10, 11. 
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by Hira; I say whether they be things in earth or 
things in heaven." ' 

And in like manner, teacliing the Hebrew 
Christians how high was their calling in Christ, he 
says, " Y'e are come unto Mount Ziou, and unto 
the city of tlie living God, the Heavenly Jerusalem, 
and to an innumerable company of angels. To the 
general assembly and Church of the fir^t born 
which are written in heaven, and to God the Judge 
of all, and to the spirits of jtist men made perfect, 
and to Jesus the Mediator of the New Covenant, 
and to the blood of sprinkling, which spetiketh 
better things than that of Abel." * 

From these places it is evident that the incar- 
nation and passion of the Son of God is the mys- 
terious cause of a new order, in which even unseen 
and heavenly beings are partakers. The Father 
sent Him into the world to redeem and to re- 
generate the creation of God, " that in the dispen- 
sation of the fullness of times he might gather 
together in one all things in Christ, both which 
are in heaven and which are in earth.'" How or 
in what manner the heavenly orders are reconsti- 
tuted in a new order; whether the original sin of 
angels was a refusal of homage to ihe anticipated 
mystery of the Incarnate Son ; whether the elect 
angels, as they yielded adoration to the Word made 
flesh, so are now partakers of a new summing up of 

' ColoBB i, 1.1—20. • Hcb. xii. 22. 23, 24. 
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God's creatures under a new Head ' in Christ Jesus, 
we know not. Most evident it is that they, together 
with the spirits of just men made perfect, are mem- 
bers of Christ's mediatorial kingdom, and gathered 
together with the visible Church of Christ under 
one Head in a wonderful order. ' They are mem- 
bers with us of the one mystical body, of which 
part is seen and part unseen. 

We have now gone through the writings of the 
inspired teachers of the Church, so as to leave few 
passages, that I am aware of, bearing explicitly on 
the subject, untouched. And tlie result to which 
we have come ia this — that tlie Church of Christ 
is a body of whicli one part is visible, the other 
invisible ; that it is constituted of angels and men ; 
and that of these some are already perfect, and some 
in their imperfect state; that the visible part of the 
one body, here on earth, is the congregation of 
Christian men who are under the rule of pastors 
deriving their succession from the Apostles of 
Christ. 

I am not aware that I have strained the proof of 
any one point in this argument. I might have 
made it even more definite in some of its features, 
but I had rather draw a conclusion which should fail 
far within the circumference of the premises tiian 
exceed their limits by never so small an excess. 

On a principle which must be obvious, I forbear 
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attempting to deduce from Scripture anything more 
than the outline of this doctrine. It is plainly not 
less unreasonable to look to Holy Scripture for an 
anticipated resolution of modem controversies than 
to search in it for a proof of its own inspiration. 
How, for instance, should we expect to find the 
Apostles in their own lifetime adjusting questions 
about the validity or invalidity of the succession ? 
It is plain that they ordained a system in the world, 
which contained in it the germ of a mysterious 
development. The fact is sufficient proof of their 
intention. Xhe founding of the Church contains in 
it the principle of succession, as the birth of a living 
Boul contains a continuous personal identity. 

Sufficient has, I trust, been adduced to prove 
that the teaching of the inspired and uninspired 
writeiB is in exact agreement. 

Unless it can be shown that I have misrepre- 
sented the meaning of the Fathers or of the Apostles, 
I may now assume that the article in the Creed is 
the enunciation, the teaching of the Fathers the 
exposition, and the witness of Holy Scripture the 
proof of the doctrine of the Unity of the Church as 
here expressed. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

THE FORM AND MATTER OF UNITY. , 

We have now ascertained, at least in outline, the 
nature of the Unity of the Church. If I may be 
allowed to use a word already forced by the poverty 
of our abstract language upon a well-known w riter,' 
I would say that tlie doctrine of unity contains the 
ideas both of oneliness, and of oneness. 

The oneliness of the Church is that which is ex- 
pressed in the Creed preserved in the works of 
Alexander by the (ilav Koi fjLovijv eKKXtja^iav, the one, 
and one only Church. The oneness relates to 
its essential nature, and to the mode in which it is 



Of unity, in the sense that there is one and one 
only Church, enough has been already said : but 
of unity which is the cause and reason of the o?(e- 

' Cudworth, Intell. Syslcm, p. 633, fiil. 1678. 



92 



THE UNITY OF THE CHUHCH. [pauT I 



liness of the Cluirch, we have as yet spuken only in 
a broad and general way. In tlie present chapter, 
therefore, we will take up this part of the subject. 

I have already said that the unity of the visible 
l^art of the Church may be divided into a twofold 
kind, namely, organic or objective, and moral or 
subjective; and I will endeavour to show the nature 
of these two seveml aspects of unity, and the rcasou 
for so distinguishing them. 

By the organic unity of the Church may be un- 
derstood the oneness .of the fomi and constitution 
uhich God by direct act and inspiration has or- 
dained ; as we speak of the organic nature of tlie 
world or of man, distinct from the powers of life 
and moral action. I would therefore use the term 
as co-extensive with the whole objective economy 
•of God; including all that He has taught and or- 
dained, or, as we are wont commonly to say, both 
the doctrine and discipline of the Church ; and ex- 
cluding all that relates to the subjective nature, 
condition, and probation of man. 

By the moral unity of the Church may be un- 
derstood the oneness of the subjective nature, con- 
dition, and character of mankind, wrought out and 
maintained through tlic organic unity of the whole 
dispensation ; as we distinguish between the moral 
character and habits of a family, and the lineal 
descent and collateral relations which determine 
the unity and identity of the race. 

\Vc will now take these two points In order. 
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And first, under the idea of orgHDic unity, we 
will comprehend both the doctriue and disciphne 
of the Church. In exact truth, this common division 
is illo^ca), inasmucli as the several members will be 
found reciprocally to include a portion of the same 
idea. As, for instance, it does not readily appear 
whether we ought to refer the Holy Sacraments to 
the head of doctrine, or of disciiiliue. They are doc- 
trinal 30 far as they are matters of doctrine, and have 
a symbolical aspect to adumbrate the mystery of 
redemption ; they are disciplinary so far as they con- 
sist of visible signs which form the central points of 
the Liturgy, and order of the Church. The same 
may be said of the Sacramental Rites, such as Orders, 
Confirmation, and the like. If they are disciplinary 
in so far as they constitute the outward grades and 
system of the Church, they are no less doctrinal in 
their syml>olical aspect, which expresses the derived 
authority of Christ, and the presence of the Holy 
Ghost. 

It would be more strictly true, and philosophical, 
if we were to say that God has revealed His saving 
truth to mankind partly by word, and partly by 
figure; that He has partly spoken and partly sha- 
dowed forth tlie mystery of salvation : for if the 
words of the Gospel are the words of eternal life 
through the blood-shedding of Christ, certainly 
Holy Baptism, and the Holy Eucharist, and Holy 
Orders, and Confirmation, and the succession of 
the Apostles, and the polity of the Church, are 
adumbrations as well as eftectual means of spiritual 
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It is evident tliat mere likeness or correspondence 
in form cannot constitute this identity. There must 
be some essential condition which shall make it to be 
the true lineal descendant and lawful representative 
of the original body. It is with the Church aa with 
a family or a kingdom. Their identity depends on 
the direct and lawful devolution of the rights of pri- 
mogeniture and of prerogative. No assumption by 
any other body of name, title, and customs without 
this continuity would make it one with them. A 
kingdom may undergo many political mutations. It 
may lapse from a despotism to a democracy, and yet 
retain its personality, Athens under the kings, de- 
cennial and annual archons, was yet one and the 
same people. It is conceivable that theChurcli also 
might retain its identity, even though its polity were 
indefinitely changed ; I say it is conceivable, in so 
far as the intrinsic nature of any form of polity is 
concerned, for its jjolity is to its true identity what 
the countenance or the figure of a man is to his 
complex and true identity of person. And therefore 
they do but miss tlie point, and perplex the subject, 
■who contend for or against Episcopacy or Presbytery 
as such. Saving always the basis of identity, God 
might have been pleased to leave the polity of the 
Church without express form, to find its own level, 
and take its own shape, moulding it here and there, 
from time to time, by the unseen pressure of His over- 
ruling hand, as He is wont to do in the kingdoms 
of the earth. The Church retaining its transmitted 
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authority might, had He so willed, have put on a 
succession of new aspects, and conf'onned itself 
to the changeable polities of the world. It might 
have been the ductile element, instead of the fixed 
mould of human society. But it is a tact in God's 
work of regenerating the world that He has cast His 
Church into one definite shape. Like the bodily 
structure of man, it might have been otherwise ar- 
ranged, but, without a divine interposition, it now 
cannot be. There is only one, universal, necessary 
type. 

We will therefore go on to investigate the exact 
nature of this polity or organisation. And as in the 
last chapter we assumed for the enunciation of our 
subject the article of the Catholic Creed, so in this 
we will assume as a fact the polity of the Catholic' 
Church, and from the existing phenomena trace 
upwards to the origin of the Church, and thereby 
ascertain in what the essence of this organic polity 
consists. 

TTie first fact, then, which strikes the eye at this 
time in the world, is a visible body of many mem- 
bers professing lineal descent and succession from 
the Apostles of Christ. We find this body in the 
extreme East and West, of a self-evident and im- 
memorial antiquity ; bearing the stamp and cha- 
racter of ages long gone by ; and agreeing univer- 
sally in the chief and primary elements of if organ- 
ised system. The Catholic Church of this day is self- 
evidently one. It lias a correlation of parts and a cen- 
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tral unity which are the properties of an individual 
being. Throughout its Brst great subdivision into 
Pati'iarchates, and its secondary into Primacies, sub- 
ject or independent, Metropolitical or Arohiepis- 
copal, and into its several Episcopal jurisdictions— 
throughout the offices of the Priesthood, and the func- 
tions of the Diaconate, there is a series, and order 
of place and power. From the Patriarch of Rome' 



' The preredence granted to the Church of Rome was given accord- 
ing to the rule observed throughout the whole empire. The teats 
of the chief civil piiwerwcre also the sees of the chief Bpiritual au- 
Ihoritiea, (see Bingham, B. ix. i. iv.) The first city of tl* empire 
conferred on ihe Church of that city its own precedence. The basis 
ofthe greatness oflhe Roman Church waa therefore partly civil and 
partly cccleaiastical, using that word as defined in the text, and 
not to exprea*! a directly divine or apostolical appoi :itment. Rome 
was the culminating point of civiliuation and empire, the political 
centre, and the focus of all lines of communicallon and auiho- 
riiv. It was the richest and the most numerous Church, uiid 
therefore readily became the iirit in rank. This is what St. Ire- 
nfpus intends by " propter potiorem principalitatem." Adv, Hter. 
lib. iii. 3. Fur this reason, also it would seem, the two great 
spostles uf the circumcision and the uncircomcision bestowed on 
it so much lahour. All these things gave it a natural precedence, 
and yet we find Terlullian speaking of it only as one of the chief 
apostolic BtcB Dc Priescr. ixsvi. The attempt to found its pre- 
cedence on a divine appointment through St, Peter is not u primi- 
tive tradition, St. Cyprian, in the third century, is the first ihat 
calls it the " Chair of Peter," (Ep. Iv.,) and yet in his mouth it was 
only a title, not a prerogative. It was in the Novaiiannnd Danallst 
schisms that the succession and origin of the Roman Church, 
being often forced into argument, began to assume a peculiar as- 
pect. The nature of the controversy drew from St. Cyprian, 
Optatus, and St. Augustin the kind of appeal and statement on 
which so much haa been, in after ages, built. The whole class of 
paiuges have «ne plain imerpretation. They assert the genuine- 
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to the acolyte there is a subordination of degrees ; 
and in all the parts of the whole body there is an 
organic unity. And here a distinction must be 
drawn between what is of ecclesiastical and what is 
of apostolical origin. The precedence of patriarchal 
and archiepiscopal sees rests on the canons of the 
Clmrch, and arose by tlie force of accidents, separa- 
ble, before the event, from all sees alike. Patriarchs 



nesa of the eucceaeion derived from St. Peter and St. Paul, not 
ngainst uther genuine BucccMbtia la the Cathnlic Church, liul 
ugainst the suhiamatical TiTalg. Thence the cliair of Peter luid the 
Hiccewion of Peter passed into a common title for the Human avc- 
ccsHion, and by degrees bcgHD to he assigned as the ground of 
precedence in ihe Weslern Church. 

Wlicn the seat of empire wai transferred to Coustaittinople tlie 
fatberB in the Council of ConBlaniinople asuigned to that Church as 
the Church of the new Rome a precedence next after the old, 
proving thereby on what it was originally grounded. The decree 
is as follows: " Let the Bishop of Cunstantiuuple have ihe place 
of chief honour after the Bishop of Rome, because Cnnslantini>)ilc 
is New Rome." Canon. 3 Bevercg. Pandectre, vol. i. B9. And 
the Council of Chalccdou cunfirmed uiid extended these privities, 
lidding the reason more at large. " The fathers reasoiiablj as- 
fiigneii the chief privileges to the throne (see) of old Rome, hc- 
Ciiuae that city had the imperial pDwer : and, raoecd hv the same 
regard, the hundred and 61\y holy Bishops aiisigiied etjunl privileges 
til the most holy throne of new Rome, rightly deciding thai the 
city which is honoured with the empire and senate ouiiht to enjoy 
the same privileges as the elder Rome which had ihe imperial 
goverument,"ic. Ci.n. ssviii. Bi:v. Paud. vol. u 145. ."io Concil. 
in Trullo. Ciin. 36. The ninth canon of thr Council of Chalcedon 
extends the privileges of Constantinople beyond any that Rome 
had enjoyed. The R«man jurisdiction has no divine, i. e., direct or 
apostolical fouiidation. This may Iw seen m Mr. I'lduier's masteriy 
chapter on the Roman Pontiff, Treatise on the Church, vol. ii. p. 
501 i in Barrow on the Supremacy; and in Nectarius adversus, 
Imp.Papte; or in the work <if Nilus, archbishop nf Theasu Ionic n, 
de Primatii Papic Rum. 

II 2 
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and Metropolitans were tbe bishops either of the 
greuu»t or of the oldest sees. Civil precedence is 
thu basis of tbe Patriarchal, and spiritual maternity 
of the Metropolitival, authority. But the basis of 
all apostolical [Hjwer, whether in Patriarchs, Metro- 
politans, or archbishops, is the one episcopate, of 
wliieh indivisible authority all bishoj>s are each 
one eeverally and in full partakers. Howsoever 
complex, therefore, the aspect of tlie Church Ca- 
iholic may have become by the lajtse and pressure 
of ages, its complexity may be resolved into the 
simple form of polity ordained by the Apostles. 
The threefold orders of bishops, priests, and dea- 
cons, whieli are at tliis day found in all churches, 
are the groundwork and essential ehment of tlie 
whole organised system. It is therefore unneces- 
sary for our present purpose to trace the eccle- 
siastical development of the Church, and to 
ascertain at what time the several patriarchal and 
metro political privileges were conferred. It is 
enough to take the apostolical element of the eccle- 
ftiantical etyHtcrii, and to trace it upward to its begin- 
ning. 

Kvery one, how slightly soever read in the his- 
tory of the CInireh, is awnre thut from the present 
duy upward to the time of Constuiitine, there has 
existed ii i^iiccitiisive ministry in the three orders of 
bishopx, prii'dtM, itnd deacons. At the time of the 
Council of Nice the episcopate of the whole Church 
wr»(ti(tl<!d of about 1800 bishops, i. e. 1000 in the 
PjH§1<ftth «r'd ^00 ill t!ie VAV-slcni Churches. 
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Our examination, tlierefore, may be confined to 
the three centuries between Constantine and the 
Apostles of Christ. 

In tracing out this subject I shall first adduce 
proofs from uninsjtired writers, and reserve the 
proofs of Holy Scripture to the last. 

To begin, then, with the writers of the second 
century, we may adduce a letter of the clergy of 
the Roman Church to St. Cyprian. This epistle 
was written on the death of Fabianus, the Bishop 
of Rome, and during the vacancy of the see. It 
is inscribed by " tlie Presbyters and Deacons at 
Rome to Pope Cyprian." They say, concerning 
a case of difficulty then before them, " Altliough 
a greater necessity to defer this case lies upon ns, 
seeing that, since the death of Fabianus, by reason 
of the diffi.cult condition of affairs and of the time, 
we have as yet no bishop appointed to administer 
these things, and by his authority and counsel to 
take cognizance of the lapsed brethren. Although 
in a matter of this great moment we are content 
with what you have expressed, that the peace of 
the Church should be first maintained, aud then 
account taken of the lapsed after a conference of 
the bishops, priests, and deacons, together witli the 
confessors and the faithful laity, &c."' We find St. 
Cyprian giving account of his correspondence with 
the clergy of Rome to the clergy of his own 
Church at Carthage, and inscribing his letter "to 
' Ep. xsxi. ed. Bea. 
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hi:* brethren the Priests and EKeacoei^'^^ Thiw^h- 
oat all hm works this thredbld order ^ eTerrwhoe 
lecogniaed. A remarkable inckleiital proof of this 
B to be feoiid in las letter to Rogatiaimsy a bishop^ 
against whom one of his own deacons had behaTed 
eootomacioiislT. He commends him Ibr his gen- 
tleoess, ^seeing that bj Tirtne of the episcopate 
and authority of the see be had the power to inflict 
sommary punishment^' apon a deacoa. Against 
a presbjrter the apostle forbids aix acciBatioQ to be 
receired except before two or three witiiessesw • 

With this distinct use of the titles St. Cyprian 
says : " Thence (from the mission of the Apostle 
St. Peter) through the changes of time and succes- 
^on the ordination of bishops and rule of the Church 
runs down (to us), that the Church should be built 
upou the bishops, and every act of the Church 
be controlled bv them as rulers ;" * whom in another 
epistle he describes as ** a sacerdotal college,'* * ** a 
single episcopate of many bishops diffused abroad 
in a numerous and accordant multitude,*' * in whose 
unity the Church is united, who have of God an ab- 
solute power, but may neither judge nor be judged 
by a colleague ; forasmuch as ^ all alike wait for the 
judgment of our Lord Jesus Christ, who alone has 
power both to advance them to the government of 
His Church and to judge of their actions.' 



>» 7 



' Ep. xxxii. ed. Ben. * Ad Rogat. Ep. Ixv. ed. Ben. 

• 1 Tiiij. V. 19. * Ep. xxvii. ed. Ben. 

• Ep. lii. • Ibid * Concilium Carthag. p. 330 
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So also Origen, himself a Presbyter, says, " More 
is required of me than of a deacon, and more of a 
deacon than of a layman. But from him to whom 
is committed the chief power in the Church over 
us all, still more is required."' And in his homi- 
lies on St. Matthew, " the bishop, priest, and dea- 
con are a symbol of realities correspondent with 
their names."' So, in another place, he likens the 
deacons who mal-administered the Church goods to 
the money-changers in the temple, and bishops 
and priests who committed the Church of Christ to 
unworthy men, to the sellers of doves ; ' so, in many 
places, the three orders are recognised. Also, Ter- 
tuUian, whose witness runs into the second century, 
says of baptism, that " the power of giving it is in 
the chief priest, which is the bishop: thence the 
Presbyters and deacons have it ; and yet they may 
not give it without the authority of the bishop, for 
the dignity of the Church, in preserving which 
peace also is preserved."* And speaking of the 
confusion among the heretical sects, he says, " Ad- 
vancement is nowhere so easy as in the rebels' 
camp, where to be is to be meritorious, Tlierefore 
to-day one man is bishop, to-morrow another; to- 
day he is a deacon who to-morrow is 



I Orig. Horn. 
Prim. VinU. &e. 
' Orig. in Matth. torn. niv. 22. 
' Ibid, lorn, Jtvi. 22. See nUo H< 



Jer. 2. quoted by Bevcridge, Cud. Can, Eccl. 



* Ue BaptiHma, i: 
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to-day a Presbyter who to-morrow is a layman, for 
even to laymen tliey commit sacerdotal functions."' 
We now come into the second century, in which 
we may first cite St. Clement of Alexandria, who, 
in a remarkable pussage, Bufhcicntly shows what 
was the polity of the Church in his times. He 
says, "The grades of promotion in the Church, 
that is, of bishops, priests, and deacons, are imita- 
tions, I conceive, of the augelic glory."* So also 
Hegesippus, who lived in the early part of the 
second century, the first writer of ecclesiastical 
history, tells us tliat " the Corinthian Church con- 
tinued in the right faith until the episcopate of 
Primus:"' also, speaking of Jerusalem, he says, 
" After the martyrdom of James the Just, next after 
his uncle, Symeon, the son of Cleopas, was made 
bishop;" and immediately after, " Thebuthis, be- 
cause he was not made bishop, began secretly 
to corrupt (the Church)." * In this way he al- 
ways distinguishes the episcopate from the other 
orders. As Polycrates, Bishop of Ephesus, also says, 
" Polycarp. who was Bishop of Smyrna, and a 
martyr, and Thraseas, Bishop of Eumenia, and a 
martyr; why should I speak of Sagaria, who waa 
also bishop and martyr?" He calls himself also 
bishop, as Ignatius does; "Seven of my kindred," 
he says, " were bishiJps, and I the eighth." " 



' Dep 



;. 13. p. 193. Potter. 

i. 64; nlsii Eueeb. 

'Ibid. 161. 
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We may next cite St. IreDeeus, who was of the 
same age with Polycarp, and his disciple. Speak- 
ing of St. Paul's joLiruey through Asia Minor,' he 
says, "The bishops and presbyters who came from 
Ephesus and the otlier neighbouring cities, being 
called together at Miletus, because he was haBteu- 
ing to keep the Pentecost at Jerusalem," ' he 
charged them and foretold what should befall him. 
In another place he writes, " Every one who desires 
to see the truth may readily perceive the tradition 
of the Apostles, which is manifested in all the 
Church ; and we are able to enumerate those who 
were ordained bishops in the Churches by the 
Apostles, and their successors even to our day."* 
" But since it would be too long a work in such a 
book as this to enumerate the successions of all the 
Churches, we confouud all (heretics) by ex- 
hibiting the tradition of the great, and most ancient, 
and well-known Church, wliich by the two glorious 
Apostles, Peter and Paul, was founded and esta- 
bhshed at Rome, the tradition whicli it has from 
the Apostles, and the faith which is declared to all 
men, and has come down by the succession of 
bishops to us,"' &c. And immediately after, "Tlie 
blessed Apostles, therefore, having founded and in- 
structed the Church, committed the office of the 
episcopate to Linus, Of this Linus St. Paul makes 
mention in his Epistle to Timothy. His successor 
■was Anacletus. After liim, in the third place from 

' Acu XI. 11 ' S, Irun. lib. lii. xiv. 2. 

' Ibid, 111), iii. .1. , Ibul. e 2. 
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the Apostles, Clement obtained the episcopate, who 
had botli seen the blessed Apostles and had con- 
versed with them."' "To this Clement succeeded 
Evaristus, and to Evai-istus Alexander ; and then 
the sixth from the Apostles, Sixtus, was appointed ; 
and after him Telesphorus, who suflered martyrdom 
in a glorious manner; and then Hyginus, after- 
wards Pius, after whom Anicetus. After Soter 
had succeeded to Anicetus, Eleutherius, who now, 
the twelfth from the Apostles, holds the episco- 
pate."* We know from Eusebius that, in the epis- 
copate of Eleutherius, Florinus was deposed from 
the order of Presbyters in the Roman Church for 
heresy.' And in the time of Conielius, who was 
the eighth bishop after Eleutherius, the Presbyters 
in Rome were forty-four in number.* 

There is another document of the same age 
which will exhibit the distinction of these offices. 
In the letter of the Christians at Lyons, addressed 
to the Churches of Asia and Phrygia, they speak 
of their Bishop as "the blessed Pothinus, to whom 
was intrusted the office of the episcopate in Lyons." * 
Speaking of Irenseus, in a letter to Eleutherius, 
they say, " For if we conceived that rank con- , 
ferred merit upon any, we would earnestly com- ' 
mend him to you as a Presbyter of the Church, 
in which order he is." In this they observe the 
distinction of the two orders with great exactness; 



' S. Ircn. lib. iii. c. 3. a. 3 
■ HuA. Eccl. lib, V 
' Ibid liii. vi 43. 
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as also ia all pai'ts of the epistle. For Eleutherius, 
who was a bishop, they call " Father," Ireuseus 
only "brother," and "colleague," and "fellow," 
with themselves. Euscbius, who preserves these 
passages of their letters, narrates the history, and 
tells us, " These same martyrs commended Irenaeus, 
who was then a Presbyter in the diocese of Lyons, 
to the abovementioned Bishop of Rome." ' And so 
St. Jerome writes: " Irenseus, Presbyter to Pothi- 
iius, the bishop who tlieii ruled the Church of 
Lyons in Gaul, was sent as legate by the martyrs of 
that place to Rome, concerning certain ecclesiastical 
questions, and exhibited to Eleutherius, the bishop, 
honourable letters concemiug himself. Afterwards, 
when Pothinus, nearly at the age of ninety, was 
crowned with martyrdom for Christ, he was ad- 
vanced to his place." ' 

In the very anciunt writings called the Acts of 
St. Ignatius we read that he, " disbarking from the 
ship with great joy, hastened to see St. Polycarp, 
the bishop, who had been a fellow-hearer (of St. 
John) with himself." And a little after : " The 
cities and Churches of Asia honoured the saint 
through their bishops, priests, and deacons." ' Also 
in the Acts of St. Polycarp, who, as Irenseus, his 
disciple, says, was ordained Bishop of Smyrna by 
tlie Apostles, he is called " Polycarp, the martyr in 
our times, much to be admired, the Apostolic and 



• S. Hie 



' EuBob. Ecnl. Him. lit 
on. Gatalug. Script. Ecci- 1< 
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Prophetic Doctor, and Bishop of the Catholic 
Church in Smyrna." ' 

We have come uow to the first century and times 
of the Apostles, in which lived those writers who by 
pre-eminence are called the Apostolic Fathers, as 
having conversed with the Apostles themselves. 

St. Hermas evidently refers to the threefold or- 
ders where he speaks of "the Apostles, and bishops, 
and doctors, and mmisters, who through the mercy 
of God have come in and governed, and taught, 
and viinistered holily and modestly to the elect of 
God."" 

St. Clement, also writing to the Corinthians, 
draws a parallel between tlie Jewish and Christian 
hierarchy, and adds: "To the higli priest are given 
his peculiar functions ; and to the priests their own 
place is appointed ; and on the Levites their proper 
ministry is imposed; the laynian is obliged by the 
rules of the laity. Let each of you, brethren, in 
his own order, give God thanks with a good con- 
science, not transgressing the defined rule of his 
ministry."' As a comment on this passage may be 
quoted the words of Jerome : " And that we may 
know the apostolical traditions to be taken from the 
Old Testament, what Aaron, and his sons, and the 
Levites were in the temple, that bishops, priests, 
and deacons have claim to be in the Church." * 

There remains now only St. Iguatius, from whom, 

' MnrtjTiiim S. Polycarpi. s. 16. ibid. p. 201. 

' S. Hermte Pwtur. Via. iji. 5, 

' S. Clem, 1 Ep. ntl Cor. 40. comp. 42. 

* All Evangplum, lom. iv. 803. 
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in the second chapter, we have already quoted 
enough. The following passage or two w ill suffice 
to close up this series. In his epistle to the Mag- 
nesiaus, after comraendiug Damas, tht bishop, 
Uassa and ApoUonius, presbyters, and Sotion, a 
deacon, lie goea on to say, " The bishop sits the 
first in order, as in the place of God, aud the pres- 
byters as the synod of Apostles, and the deacons, 
to me most dear, to whom is intrusted the ministry 
of Jesus Christ." ' Aud to the Smymeans, " Let 
all give heed to the bishop as Jesus Christ to the 
Father, and to the Presbytery, as to the Ajjostles ; 
and reverence the deacons as the commaudment of 
God." * And " Thei'e is one flesh of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and one cup fur tlie union of His blood, one 
altar, as one bishop, with the presbytei-s aud dea- 
cons, ray fellow-servants."* 

Although the testimonies here adduced are from 
the writings of uninspired men, there are yet two 
points worthy of much regard. The first is their 
absolute agreement ; one and all describing, by 
three several and distinct names, the three several 
and distinct orders of bishop, priest, and deacon, as 
tile threefold offices of the one apostolical ministry. 
The next, that the series of accordant witnesses lias 
been traced up to tlic very lifetime of the Apostles 
of Christ, We may therefore conclude that from 
the latter part of llie apostolic age both the names 
and offices were distinct and appropriate. 

' Ad Magnea. 6. ' Ad Smyrn. 8. * Ad Fhikd. 4. 
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^Ve will now go on to ascertain whether the I 
same distinction is to be found in the documents of ] 
the inspired writers. 

That the present inqiiiry may be made as clear ' 
and definite as possible, I will here state beforehand 
the conclusion in which it will terminate. There | 
is abundant evidence to show that if in the apostolic 
writings the names be interchanged among the 
three orders, yet the offices are never confounded. 

The only point of difference, therefore, between 
the apostolic and post-ajiostolic age would seem to 
he, that the names had then become technical and 
restricted hy second intention to the several offices, i 

But before I bring any passages from the New 
Testament to show the possible confusion of these ] 
names, I must beg the reader's most careful atten- 
tion to the following passage from the works of a 
writer, of whom it has been truly said, that even i 
his lightest fragments are as the filings of gold. 
" It does not yet appear that the names bishop and I 
presbyter in tho apostolic writings are synonymous, 
where the offices of the Church are spoken of. 
Certainly, the arguments which have been hitherto j 
adduced do not necessarily compel ns to heUeve it; I 
and it is more probable that such a common use of I 
these words in the apostolic writings is not to be | 
admitted. Because, in the first place, if we ex- 
amine the origin of this interpretation, we shall j 
find the first who brought it forward to conBrm his | 
opinion was Aerius the heretic, whose opinion was I 
no Hooiier published than it was exploded hy St 
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Epiphanius. Secondly, those Catholics who after- 
wards embraced the same interpretation for another 
purpose, whether you take the ancients or the mo- 
derns, have never been able to agree in explaining 
it. If all the ways which can be contrived or fan- 
cied to explain this community of the two names 
should be exhibited, you will hardly find two which 
nobody has embraced, certainly not one in which 
two, or perhajfs three, have agreed, excepting those 
who professedly and wholly transcribe from others. 
Whosoever conceives the idea of the community of 
these two names must necessarily suppose that 
tliere existed in the Churches, first founded by the 
care and authority of the Apostles, either one only 
order, or two; and, indeed, they who contend for 
this community of names are divided into various 
opinions concerning the number of orders existing 
at that time. All acknowledge that, a short time 
after the hooks of the New Testament were written, 
two orders or grades, distinct both in office and 
dignity, obtained, whether by right or wrong, in 
the Church ; to the superior of which the name of 
bishop, to the inferior of presbyter, was attached. 
They who think that only one of these existed while 
the books of the New Testament were being written, 
and that the other was afterwards added, acknow- 
ledge either the inferior order, above which the 
superior was afterwards placed, or the superior, to 
which the inferior was afterwards supplied. Hence 
arise two ways of explaining the community of 
the names — one, that tlie names of bishop and 
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[jresbyter were indiscriniinately givi'ii to the priests 
of one order, who were called priests of the inferior 
order, or presbyters, after the superior order waa 
introduced and placed over them ; whicii opinion, 
they say, is that of St. Jerome, and I do not con- 
test it: the other, that the same names were indis- 
criminately given to the priests of one order, who 
were called priests of the superior oi-der or bishops, 
after the inferior order was introduced and placed 
under them ; which opinion Hammond, than whom 
no one has handled the subject more accurately, 
defends as the most likely. They who do not 
doubt that in the Apostles' times, and by their in- 
stitution, there were two orders distinct botJi in 
office and dignity, are divided into more opinions 
concerning the community of the names. Of 
which opinions the first was, that at that time either 
name was common to either order; so that they 
who were advanced to the superior order were 
called sometimes bishops and sometimes presbyters ; 
aud in like manner they that were ordained to the 
inferior grade were named sometimes presbyters 
and sometimes bishops, which was the opinion of 
Chrysostom and his followers. But the second 
opinion was, that the name bishop and presbyter 
was given indifferently and indiscriminately to the 
priests of the inferior order; but neither of them 
to those of the first order, or the bishops, because 
at that time the priests of the first order were called 
Apostles, which was the opinion of Theodoret. Be- 
sides these, two other conjectures may be formed. 
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i.e. that the priests of the superior order were 
sometimes called bishops and sometimes presbyters, 
but those of the inferior — presbyters only, which 
Hammond admits as likely ; or that the priests of 
the inferior order were sometimes called presbyters 
and sometimes bishops, but those of the superior — • 
bishops only, which no one has embraced. Since 
there is so great dissension among all who think 
they have discovered the community of these names 
in Scripture, and their various opinions, which are 
almost as many as there are men, can in no way 
be reconciled, it is rendered still more probable that 
sucli a commimity of names is not indeed to be 
found in Scripture at all." ' 

We may now shortly state the case as it relates 
to the usage of these names in Holy Scripture; al- 
ways remembering that no argument will be urawn 
from it. In the New Testament the words eir/ffiroxof, 
TTpecTiSirrepor, and SiaKovos, bisliop, priest, and deacon, 
or overseer, elder, and minister, with their cognates, 
iiriiTKOTr^. -rpta^vrepiov, and SiaKovia, episcopate, pres- 
bytery, diaconate or oversight, eldership, and minis- 
try, are used in various ways, which may, however, 
be reduced to two — general and ecclesiastical. 

Of the general use the following will be suffi- 
cient examples. 

Our Lord says of Jerusalem that she knew not 
the time of her visitation : tov Kmpov T^r hrtiTKOTijt. ' 
Vindicise Igaatianfe, cap. xiii. CotelerP,it. 



' Biehop Ptareon'B 
Aposl. ii. 421, 
' St. Luke xis. 44. 



See also 1 St. Pet. ii, 12, 
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We read in St. Paul's Epistle to the Hebrews 1 
that, " through faith, the elders (nc vpefrfHrepot)^ 
obtained a good report." In the parable of the 
wedding garment the king commands the servants 
(tw Siaicofotv') to bind the intruder and cast him 
forth. Our Lord says to His disciples, " Who- i 
soever will be great among you, let liim be I 
your minister " (SmKovo^) *. And of Martha we ] 
read that she '* was cumbered about much serving" 

This general sense of the words by restriction be- 
came ecclesiastical. 

And first of tlie Jewish Church. The words ^ 
FTTiiTicoTrot and evKTKOTv do not occur in the New | 
Testament as applied to the Church of the Jews, i 
But the word bishopric (eTrta-Kov'/) is quoted from 
the 109th Psalm by St. Peter — "And his 
bishopric let another take " (mi t/jv rTrnTwoxV 
avTov \«'/3oc eTtpos) '. In the Septuagint the word 1 
eTTiWoTTO! is of frequent occurrence. In Num- 
bers xxxi. 14, the captain of the host is eiriWoTro* ] 
rnv SvvafAeioi, hi Chron. xxxiv. 12, 17, the chief j 
among the workmen. In Neh. xi. 9, 14, the! 
ruler or prince of the city; and ch, v. 10, the.l 
chief of the priests: in verse 15 the chief of thai 
Levites is called evla-Kowov. Eleazar the son ofl 
Aaron (who in Numbers iii, 32 is called apxo'>^«>'f 



' Heb. si. 2. 'St. Malth, sx\i 13. 
' Sl Luke 1.40. 
' Pb. cix, 8. For what fi,lluw», see HariimDiid's 



Ibid. : 



. 26, 



CHAP. IV,] THE UNITT OF THE CHDHCH. 



115 



Twv Aft'iTwii apj(a>v, the ruler of the rulers of the 
Levites), in Numbers iv. 16 is called firl(7Koiros 
"EXta'^ap'. In 2 Kings xi, 18, he tliat was set 
over the house of the Lord is called hrirrKoiro? hri 
Tov Siicof Kvpiou, In all these several uses the idea 
of precedence and ruling power is expressed. 

In a multitude of places throughout the New Test- 
ament the word " elder " or " presbyter '' signifies a 
member of the sanhedrim or council of the Jews, 
and irpeT-fivTepioi', the council itself In this all na- 
tions have alike concurred, as the yepoi^ei and 
ytpoutrla in the Greek states, and " Senatus " among 
the Latins. In this sense we read of " the tradition 
of the elders,"' the " elders and chief priests,"* the 
" council of the people" (vpfrr^m-epiov tw X«Si/),* 
the " estate of the elders." ' In all which passages 
it is plain that the words signify a collective, de- 
liberative, and ruling body, subject to the chief 
priests.* 

The words " deacon " and "diaconate" nowhere 
occur in the New Testament as applied to the 
Jewish Church. 



' isai. u. n. I 



CurTtu roue &p\iivTar trou o' Lpiji-t), toi 
roue itisKotovi; aou ly (iiKawavfii, Quoted thua by St, Clement, 

I Ep.ad Cor- C. 42: — xui rovro [i. e,, llie institution of bisliups and 
dencona by the ApuBilea) ov vaii-iuc in' yap f^ vtiWiay jQuruv 
tyiypaTTTO vipi iwitrKdmui- tai Cianofwr, Ourwc yop """W A'J"" 

II ypa^if- " iL-uraorftotu roue tjriffKOTOvc avTuv ei- ttKnioabvti, Kal 
rout JiaKOCDUC ohTir in Ttlimi." 

■ Sl Mattli. XV. 2. ■ St. Mark viii. 31. 

• St. Luke ixii. 66. ' Acta xsii. 6. 

• HBDimond's ParBphr. on New Test., note on Acts xi. 26. 

i2 
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1 now come to the use of tliese words as ap- 
plied to the Church of Christ. 

We have already seen that the word " bishopric" 
{eirta-KOTrh) is applied by St. Luke to the Aposto- 
late of Judas, We find it again used hy St. Paul 
iu writing to Timothy, as expressing the episcopate 
or oversight (whether singly or conjointly must be ] 
determined by other evidence) of a particular 
church.' St. Paul charges the presbyters or elders 
(toi'? Trp€(T0vTepovt Tijt eKKXtirrtai)" who met him at 
Miletus, to take heed to the flock over which the | 
Holy Ghost had made them overseers or bishops j 
(eirirrKOTTov^).^ He also salutes the Philippiaa i 
Church " with the bishops and deacons." * He 
tells Titus, a biBliop should be blameless." Here we 
find the Milesian presbyters addressed as bishops, 
and a salutation omitting the presbytery sent to only 
two orders in the Church at Philippi. Also, in the 
Epistle to Timothy, an immediate transition is made 
from the office of a bishop to that of a deacon. * 

So again we find with the word " presbyter " 
"elder." We read of "the apostles and elders,"' "the 
elders and brethren," ' " tiie elders of the church ;"• 
in all which places " presbyters " will equally stand, j 
St. James speaks of " the elders of the church" "■ for j 
the ministry generally. St. Peter exhorts the elders 
or presbyters to feed the fl.ck of God. " 

' I Tim, iii. 1. • AcU xs. 11. ' Ibid. 28. 

•Phil. i. I. 'Tit i, 7. • I Tim. iii. 1, \ 

' Acts xt. 2, 4, 6. • Ibid. 33. * xs. 17. 

" Sl Jiim. T. H. " I St, Pel. ». 1, 2. 
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St. Paul charges Timothy to cherish the gift that 
was given to him by " the laying on of the hands 
of the presbytery,'" 

Now in all this there is not so much as a word 
of bishop or bialiopric. 

And to make this apparent ambiguity greater, we 
find the Apostles nowhere call themselves bishops. 
We find St. Peter and St. John calling themselves 
presbyters.* St. Paul calls Tychicus a deacon,' and 
Timothy a deacon,* and himself a deacon,* and all 
the Apostles deacons twice over ; " and, as if to 
banish from our minds the whole question of names, 
he calls ApoUos an apostle,' and Epaphroditus an 
apcstle." 

Certainly, if the interchange of names he at all 
a r^utative argument, then there did not exist, 
as a distinct office. Deacon, Presbyter, Bishop, or 
Apostle. They who contend that the names are 
thus common and indiscriminate must abide the 
full issue of tlieir principle. To say that a word is 
used here in a wider, and there in a restricted sense 
— that in one place the Apostle would magnify the 
office of his fellow- workers — and in another depress 
his own dignity, is but to admit a principle of 
sound criticism, by which, if applied at all, they also 
must consistently and fairly abide. The issue would 
not be doubtful, though very adverse to their pur- 

' 1 Tim. iv. 14. ' 1 Kt. Peter v. I ; 1 St. Johu ii. I ; iii. 1. 

' Eph. vi. 21. • 1 Tim. iv. 6. ' Eph. iii. 7. 

• 1 Cor, iv. 1 ; 2 Cor. iii. 6. 

' 1 Cor, iv. G, coiif. 9. Vid. Smc. Theeaur in voc. Ar6<nof^. 

' Philip, ii. 2i) : TuaTpar-tin^i' /lou irjiui' Be njriaroAoy. 
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pose in adopting it. Now it is not to be denied I 
that the seeming laxity with which these names are 
used in the a|jostoIic writings presents at first sight 
no small difficulty. But it is equally certain that ' 
the way to make the difficulty a tliousand-fuld 
greater ie to attempt a verbal [)roof from tlie several 
names without investigating the facts of the case. 
We should not only be committing ourselves to a 
mistaken view of the matter from which the proof I 
is to be derived, but also to a false priiiciple on 1 
which the investigation is to be conducted. " To j 
contend about tite names of bishops or presbyters ] 
is nothing more than walking upon air; and so to ! 
propound the dispute that there never can be an end 
of disputing : "' the real question being whether ' 
the Apostles, before they departed tliis life, com- 
mitted the ultimate power of ruling the Church, 
and ordaining others, to any one person in each 
church, or to many, that is, according to the 
modem formula, whether to a bishop, or to a body 
of presbyters? ' When we have come to a conclu- 
sion on this point, we shall find that the names in 
the apoBtolic writings will for the most part fall 
into their own places. But, after all, whether we i 
Hucceed or no in adjusting the use of these several 
titles, the facts of history will prove that the a^ces 
were distinct ; and on this alone we rest. 

'"Dc nominibus enim Epiacoponim eC Presbyteromm conten- 
Jcre nihil atiud est quam drpo/^ariii', ct iliBputalioiiein ila initit- 
ueru. ut nulliiK sit di»put8ndl finis." Bishop Beveriilge, in Cod. 
Cvin., &c., lib, ii c. xi. 13. 

•Ibid. 
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We must remember, tlien, that the point is 
not to be decided by quoting the first acts of the 
apostles, immediately after our Lord's ascension, 
when they were on the threshold of their minis- 
try. ' He that searches for dogmatic proofs (for the 
co-optation of Matthias is a practical one) of tlie 
apostolical succession at the time the Apostles were 
only themselves succeeding to the sole apostolate* of 
our Lord, must have a mind strangely exacting, or 
eccentric in its reasoning process : or he that looks 
to find from the beginning of the Gospel an entire 
hierarchy, with all its supplements and complements 
of order and office, must have a mind as strangely uu- 
skilled in the analogies of God's works. The notion 
that the Church was perfected in all its organic 
parts, uiio apQstolorwn affiatu, by the first breath of 
St. Peter and the Apostles, has no foundation in the 
testimony either of inspired or uninspired history. 
On tlie contrary, not only the analogy of all God's in- 
animate and animate works, but also His earlier dis- 
pensations, would lead us beforehand to look for what 
in Holy Scripture we find. ^ We may take tlierefore 
the beginning of the Book of the Acts of the Apostles 
and the beginning of the Book of the Revelation of 
St. John as the two extreme points of the Apostolic 
ministry as recorded by inspired men. Between 
these two extremes we may trace the growth and 
development of the Church ; and how, according to 

■ Bishop Bevei-idge, in Cod. Com., Ac, lib. ii. c. xi. 13. 
• " Ab my Father hath sent me, even bo send I you." — Si. John, 
XX. 21. ' S. Epiph, ndv, Heer. lib. iii. torn. i. v. 
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its iiecessitiee, some organic provision to maintain 
its health and energy was supjilied. The point to be 
ascertained is not so much wliat the Apostles did 
when they began to found the Church, as how tliey 
left it when tht-y had finished the work which their 
Lord Iiad given them to do. 

And first we have the witness of Scripture that 
the number uf twelve, which had been determined 
by the Lord Himself for the fellowship of His 
Apostles, was carefully and designedly kept np, by 
the co-optation of Matthias into the place of Judas. 

The twelve, with the rest of the Disciples, in all 
one hundred and twenty, were the whole Church of 
Christ. 

The seventy disciples, who, as the Evangehsls re- 
cord, had l)een cliosen and sent forth by our Lord, 
do not appear again as a distinct body in the apos- 
tolic writings: but that they continued in the fellow- j 
ship of the Apostles, and that their original commis- ' 
sion, wliich, so far as we read, had never been I 
revoked by our Lord, was not rescinded by His 1 
ApoBtlcB, no one can doubt. 

We then read of the selection and ordination of I 
seven men to a subordinate and secular office. The j 
seven deacons, as we are wont to call them, were set 
apart to a function which is placed in diametrical con- 
tradistinction from thespiritual office of the Apostles, | 
They were ordained to serve tables, that tlie Apostles, 
being exempt from that secular burden, might with- ■ 
out distraction give tliemselves to prayer, and ' 
the ministry of the word. Thus far the Diaconate ' 



i 
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WHS a simply secular office; aud yet we find it im- 
posed upon men, of wliom two, Stephen and Philip, 
immediately apj>ear preaching and baptizing in the 
name of Christ. Either, then, as some think, they 
were already of the number of the seventy whom 
our Lord had commissioned to preach ; or the laying 
on of the hands of the Apostles did confer a re- 
Btricted spiritual office, to which the secular function, 
though it was the end for which they were required, 
was but incidental. I say a restricted office, be- 
cause, after that Philip had preached and baptized 
at Samaria, the Apostles Peter and Joiin were sent 
thither to lay hands upon those that had received 
Philip's baptism.' This is a fact of much import- 
ance, inasmuch as it proves, beyond controversy, that 
the Apostles, out of the plenitude of their ghostly 
authority, communicated a portion of their functions, 
and constituted an inferior order with a restricted 
power, which was a development or of&hoot of their 
own commission. The date of this transaction was 
about the year a.d, 37, and before the Apostles left 
Jerusalem.' We then read of the conversion of St. 
Paul, of his going up to Jerusalem, of the vision of 
St. Peter at Joppa, of the admission of the Gentiles 
in the person of Cornelius : then of St. Peter's going 
to justify himself to the Apostles and brethren 
in Jerusalem : then of the spread of the Gospel in 
Phoenice, Cyprus, and Antioch, to which place 
Barnabas was sent from Jerusalem about the year 
A.D. 43, that is six years, or more, after the ordina- 
' AcUviii. 14, n, ■ Ibid. viii. 1, 
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tion of the Deacons. L'p to tliis time we have heard 
of none but tlie Apostles and Deacons and now for 
the first time we read of Presbyters. The Chris- 
tiaus of Antioch made a gathering for the relief of 
the brethren in Juda?ii. against the famine which 
Agabus foretold, and sent " it to the elders (irpos 
TotK irpea^vripotK) bv tlie hands of Barnabas and 
Saul." 

Before I make any remark upon this newly emer- 
gent feature iu the primitive system, I must first 
observe that hitherto, that is, for the space of at least 
ten years, we know from Scripture of no orders in 
the Church at Jerusalem hut Apostles and Deacons. 
It would seem that this was the polity which was first 
required, and therefore first developed, in tlie b^n- 
nings of a Church ; and this seems to hold good also 
at Philippi : by which supposition we might not im- 
probably solve the omission of Presbyters in St. 
Paul's salutation of that Church ; and Hkewise the 
apparent omission in his instructions to Timothy.' 



' So St. Clement of Rome: " Clirut was sent Irani Go<l, KoA 
the Apntlea from Christ, and they went forth preachiog the Gos- 
pel ,. , .as they pleached in the counlricB nad cities they con- 
ititulcd their fir»t fruits, after approving ihem by the Spirit, u 
Biihupt and Deacons of those that should believe." Ep. i. ad 
Cot. 42. A» also St. Cyprian ; " Deacons ought to remember that 
the Aposllea, ihst is. Bishops and Rulers, tlie Ix>td himself choec 
out ; but that the Deacons, after the ascension of the Lord into 
heaven, the Apostlea instituted, to be minislers of their £pi8C»- 
pfitc, and of the Church." Ep. ad Rogat. Uv. ed. Ben. To the 
■ame effect St. Epiphaniua sayf, that the .\postles developed the 
orders gradually, according to the state of each several Chiireli ; 
in suiiic placu ordaining Presbyters and Deacons, reserving the 
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I say, the apparent omission in the Epistle to Ti- 
mothy ; for Presbyters are not really omitted, but 
twice most distinctly and expressly spoken of, ' 
Moreover, if real omissions were conclusive proofe, 
there would seem to have been no Deacons in the 
churches of Crete; for, in the Epistle to Titus, St. 
Paul describes only tlie character and qualifications 
necessary for Presbyters or Bishops. ° But this 
would prove too much. After all, nothing can be 
proved from omissions, but the gradual develop- 
ment of the several Cliurches, which the facts of 
history also confirm. 

We have next to consider the origin and the 
functions of Presbyters, as they now for the first 
time appear in the Church of Jerusalem. 

It is remarkable that we have no record of the 
institution of these Presbyters. We find them ex- 
isting as a body in the Church of Jerusalem, but 
there is not a trace of their first rise. It would be 
well if they who rest so much on names would ob- 
serve this fact. 



Episcopate ; in others, a Bishop and DeHCons, reserving the Pres- 
byterale : for instance, he says, in expldning the use of the names 
in St. PmVa EiiiBtle«, " Where there was none fit or worthy to be 
a Bishop, the place remained void without any : when need 
required, and there were those that were fit for it. Bishops were 
constituled ; but while there was no great multitude of Chrietians, 
there were found none among them to be constituted Presbyter, 
and they conlented themselves with a Bifihnp alone : yet without 
a Deacon it wns impossible for a Bishop to be, and therefore the 
Apostle took care that the Bishop should have his Deacons to mi- 
nister to him." S. Epiphan. lib. iii. I. I. See also s. v. 
' 1 Tim, V. 7, 8, 9. 'Tit. i. 1- 
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That the office of Presbyter was not the same as 
that of the Deacons is confessed on all hands. 

That it was not the same as that of the Aposi 
is equally plain, for we find the A[K)stle3 and Pres- 
bj^rs carefully distinguished, as in the following 
passages. In the discussions which arose about uir- 
cumcisiou, Paul and Barnabas went up " lo Jeru- 
salem unto the Apostles and Presbyters;'" " they 
were received of the Church and of the Apostles 
and Presbyters."" " The Apostles and Presbyters 
came together for to consider of this matter."* 
" Then pleased it the Apostles and Presbyters and 
the whole Church to send chosen men."* " And 
they wrote letters by them after this manner : The 
Apostles, Presbyters, and Brethren send greeting." ' 
" And as they went through the cities they delivered 
them the decrees for to keep, that were ordained 
of the Apostles and Presbyters which were at Jeru- 
salem." ' Now it is here to be observed that, be the 
Presbyters what they may, they are distinguished 
from the Apostles and named after them in every 
case. I know of no instance in which this precedence 
is not observed. It must also be remarked that at 
this same time one of the Apostles stood in a very 
conspicuous and peculiar relation to the Presbyters 
at Jerusalem, It is true that Scripture does not 
exactly define it ; but there are sufficient indications 
of a jjersonal and peculiar authority vested in St, 
James. When St. Peter was delivered out of prii 
• Ibid. 4. 



' Acts XV. 2. 
■ Ibid 23. 



' Ibid. 6. ' Ibid. 22. 

■ Ibid. xvi. 4. 



isoan^ 



CHAP. IV.] THE UNITY OF THE CHURCH. 1*25 

hy the angel, his first care, as soon as he entered the 
house of Mary, was to send and make known Ids 
safety " to James and to the brethren." ' At St. 
Paul's first visit to Jerusalem after his conversion 
we find James, Cephas, and Jolin mentioned, James 
beiug uained first, ' When, at the council at Jeru- 
salem, St, Peter had stated his opinion on the ques- 
tion of circumcision, it was James that summed up 
the discussion, and gave the definitive sentence on 
which the council proceeded to act. * And again at 
St. Paul's last visit to Jerusalem, we read he " went 
in unto James, and all tlie Presbyters were present," * 
And he saluted tliem and gave an account of his 
ministry among the Gentiles. No one can doubt 
that this account of St. Paul's ministry was ren- 
dered to the Church of Jerusalem, then and there 
duly assembled, and James is named at the head of 
it. As I have strictly confined myself to Holy Scrip- 
ture in this part of the present chapter, I forbear to 
introduce iuto the text collateral proofs of the histo- 
rical fact tliat St. James was Bishop of that Church.' 

■ Acts »ii. n. ' Gal. i. 19, and ii. 9. 

•Gal. XV. 13. 'Ibid, xxi. 18. 

* "At AcU xii. 17, there jb euch a distinct and apecial mention 
of James, the hrother of our Loid, aa justiGea us iii Buppuaing that 
he already posiessed a specific rank in the Church of Jerusalem ; 
and yet it is the Rnt uf the kiud, and it cumes in, as we see, at the 
PaiBOver of U.C. 796 (A,D. 42), alter the conversion of Cornelius. 
It IB an unquestionable fact that this James waa Bishop of Jeru- 
salem. And if he had been appointed suliaequently to the conver- 
sion of Cornelius, U.C. 794, it would do much to confirm the 
tradition above alluded to, that for twelve ycara the Apostles were 
not to leave Jerusalem ; und, consequently, (hat at the end of 
twelve they were. While they were all in Jerusalem, and all 
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These indicatioDS of Scripture are enough for ray 
present purpose, which is to sliow that in every case 
the Apostles are refen-ed to as distinct from and 
superior to Presbyters, and tliat St. James had a 
visible precedence in rank and office. There ia 
only one more mention of Presbyters in the Book 
of Acts. In the fourteenth chapter we read of 
St. Paul's first preaching among the Gentiles of 
Asia. This was about the year a.d. 44. In the 
23rd verse we read that Paul and Barnabas " or- 
dained them Presbyters in every city." ' Here we 
have tlie first and only record of such an ordination 
in the Book of Acts. Now, of whatsoever rank and 
power these were, it is manifest they stood in the 
same relation to the Apostles Paul and Barnabas 
that the Presbyters of Jerusalem stood in to the 
rest of the Apostles, and to James the Just. They 



actively engaged on tlie spot, it 
would all be at the head of the I 
vi. 2 J viii. 1—14; ix. 27, 32; : 
U.C, 79a, ihey are inanifeBtly i 



is reaaoiiable to presume they 
iiuTch alike ; and so, from Acts 
. 1, before thia poim uf time in 
ii to be. But when ihey were 



beginning to prcpnre for the butinesa of preaching the Gospel 
a more enlarged scale than beforo, and in other parts of the world 
beeidea Judiea, the necessity of appointing some one to reside with, 
and to preside over the ni other Church permanently, would be evi- 
dent even to ordinary wisdom imd prudence : iu which case (if the 
choice were not dictated by the Holy Ghost himself), none was 
80 likely to be selected for the govemracnt of a CImrch, which 
consisted escliiaively of the brethren of Clirist according lo the 
flesh, OS James, the brother of Christ according to the flesli." 
GresTieirs Harmony of the Gospels, vol. ii. 58. The historical 
proofs are given iu full by Bishop Taylor in his EpiBco])acy As- 
serted, Ac, sect, xiii, ; by Cave, in the hiBtory of St, Ji 
Less, contained in his Lives of the Apostles ; and by Hammond, 
Letter of Kcsolulion to Six Queries, Works, vol. i. p. 511. 



' Acts 



'. 32. 
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were of the same order with tliose of whom we read 
that they were coDveaed by St- Paul to Miletus, 
i. e. " tlie Presbyters of the Church" ' of Ephesus. 
It seems highly probable, according to the view 
already advanced on the authority of St. Epi- 
phanius, " that in these Churches there were none 
mature enough in the faith for the charge of the 
Episcopate. They were necessarily new converts, or 
" novices;"and for that reason, by the judgment of St. 
Paul, unfit for the office of a Bishop.* The Apostles 
therefore ordained Presbyters, or teachers, reserving 
to themselves thegovernment of theChurcJieB. which, 
as we expressly read in the Book of Acts, St. Paul 
exercised in his apostolic journeys throughout Asia,* 
Of Presbyters we do not once read in any of the apos- 
tolic epistlea until we come to the First to Timothy. 
In the absence of all other lights from Holy Scrip- 
ture, it is reasonable to conclude that these Presby- 
ters were an order constituted by the Apostles, when 
the multitude of Christians increased, to aid them 
in the spiritual functions of the Apostolate, as the 
Deacons were first constituted, when " the number 
of the disciples was multiplied,"" to relieve them of 
the secular office of distributing the alms of the 
Church. At first they needed assistants only in 
the lower, afterwards also in the higher functions; 
and what was true in any church, as at Jerusalem, 
by reason of the multitude of Christians, was true 
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also in other churches by reason of the absence of 
the Apostles. In the journeys of St. Paul he must 
needs leave each several church as he founded it, 
and pass ou to other cities. Therefore he left men 
charged with spiritual functions, reserving to him- 
self the oversight. 

But still there remains this difficulty : St. Paul 
calls the Presbyters who met him at Miletus " Bi- 
shops." And in his Epistle to Titus it would seem 
as if the two names were indiscriminately used, and 
the two apparent offices were one and the same.' Let 
us make the most of the difficulty. The Bishops 
and Deacons at Philippi might then l)eonly Presby- 
ters and Deacons, and St, Paul's Epistle to Timothy 
would seem to show that these were the only two 
orders existing at that time. This, I believe, is the 
full force of which the objection is capable. Now 
let it be observed that the controversy turns upon 
these two passages. Let tlieni, for a moment, be 
supposed not to exist, and the others may be ex- 
plained on the principle stated by St. Epiphanius. 
We are therefore testing the expressions, not of many 
passages, but of two only : no others have the same 
verbal ambiguity ; and in these two, it would cer- 
tainly seem that St. Paul calls the same persons at 
one time Presbyters, and at another Bishops. 

It may not be amiss to state that it has been 
thought, by some well versed in the records of the 
Church, that both the Presbyters of Jerusalem 
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before spoken of, and tlit; Presbyters of Epheaus, 
were truly Bishops gathered from the neighbouring 
churches. This view is reociered not unlikely by 
the passage of Irenteus already quoted, in which 
he says " the Bishops aud Presbyters from Eplie- 
sus, and the other neighbouring cities, were con- 
vened " by St. Paul. 

It may also be supposed that, among them, there 
might be Bishops; or it may be conceived that St. 
Paul calls them Bishops, because in his absence 
they had the oversight of the flock which he had 
gathered. They were his representJitives. 

We may now examine how they meet the diffi- 
culty who, while tliey contend for the distinction of 
orders, admit the community of names; and first 
we may cite St. Chrysostom, who on the salutation 
of the Philippian Church' has this comment: — 
" What is this? Were there many Bisbojis of one 
city? By no means. But he thus calls the Pres- 
byters. For up to that time they partook of the 
names in common, and the Bishop himself was called 
a Deacon." * Again : " Of old the Presbyters were 
called 'Bishops,' and the Bishops ' Presbyters' and 
' Deacons' of Christ ; whence many Bishops even 
now write to their ' fellow-presbyter ' and ' fellow- 
deacon.' But afterwards the proper name was dis- 
tributed to each, and the one callal ' Bishop,' the 
other ' Presbyter.' " And on the First Epistle to 
Timothy he says, " Discoursing of Bishops, and 
' Philip. ., I. ' S. ChryBisi, in loc. 
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sketching their character, and gaying what things 
a Bishop should have, and from what he should 
abstain, and having dismissed the order of Pres- 
byters, he (St. Paul) pa$.ses on at a leap to the 
Deacons. Why? Because the difference between 
them and Bishops is not much, forasmuch as they 
also are possessed of tlie authority to teach, and to 
rule the Church. And what he said of Bishops ap- 
plies also to them ; for they exceed them by the 
power of ordaining only, and in this alone they 
have more authority than the Presbyters." ' 

Theodoret, whose commentary represents that of 
St. Chrysostom, says on the same passage to the 
Philippians : " He called the blessed Epaphroditus 
their 'Apostle' in this same epistle, thereby plainly 
shewing that he had the functions of the Episcopate 
committed to him as he had the title of Apostle." 
So in verse 25 of chapter ii, : " He called him their 
Apostle, as having the charge of them committed 
to him ; so that it is evident that they, who in the 
opening of the Epistle were called Bishops, raiuis- 
tered under him, that is, discharging the office of 
Presbyter." And this he explains more fully in hia 
commentary on 1 Tim. iii. : " They were wont 
of old to call the same persons Presbyters and 
Bishops. But those that are now called Bishops 
they named Apostles. But in process of time they 
gave up the name of the Apostlesliip to tliose that 
were in a strict sense Apostles; and applied the 
' In 1 [£pbt. ad Tim. c&p. iii- Hum. xi- 



4 



CHAP, IV.] THE UNITY OF THE CHURCH. 131 

title of the Episcopate to those that were of old 
called Apostles. Thus Epaphroditus was Apostle 
of the Pliilippians ; thus Titus was Apostle of the 
Cretans, and Timothy of the Asiatics. Thus the 
Apostles and Presbyters who were at Jenisalera 
wrote to those in Antioch." So the author of the 
Corameutary on the Epistles of St. Paul, which has 
been ascribed to St. Jerome,' on the tliird chapter of 
the First Epistle to Timothy, says, " It is a question 
why he makes no mentiuti of Presbytei"9, but compre- 
hends them in the name of Bishops. Because the 
second order is all but one," i. e. with the first. 
Now it must be remarked that both these writers, at 
one and the same time, contend for the community 
of the naines and the distinction of the orders even 
in the Apostles' times : so that, if the view of Bishop 
Pearson, founded on the testimony of St. Epiphanius 
and St. In.'na;us, be at all unsettled by the weight 
of their testimony, our conviction of the main point 
for which we are seeking, namely, the distinctness 
of the Episcopate, must be in the same measure 
confirmed. 

We will, however, once more take up the passage 
in the Book of Acts, The question is — Are the 
same persons called by St. Paul both Presbyters 
and Bishops? It is evident, from all that is gone 
before, that we cannot arrive at any demonstrative 
proof. We must after all rest contented with a pro- 
bable conclusion. It seems, then, not an untenable 



' Probably by Pc-lagiuB. 0pp. S. Hie 
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Opinion that tlie same persons are not called by St 
Paul " Presbyters " and *' Bishops." The reasons of 
that opinion are : first, that in the whole Book of 
Acts tliere is no other passage which renders such an 
usage of words prohable ; and, secondly, that the use 
of the words " Bishop " and " Deacon," in the Epistle 
to Timothy, so appears to square with the state of i 
the Church of Jerusalem under the two orders of I 
Apostles and Deacons as to render the restricted 1 
and appropriate use of the names more prohahle I 
than their indiscriminate application ; ' thirdly, 
TTieopbylact, coramentiog on the place, says, " It J 
is to he observed that those whom he before calls I 
Presbyters he here calls Bishops, that is, because ] 
Presbyters necessarily oversee the reasonable flock. ] 
of the Church, lest any should be weak in iitith, 
lest any hunger or thirst, or stand in need of re- | 
proof and restoration ; or he thus calls Bishops thentl 
who were really Bishops."' 

And this brings us again upon the words aSM 
St. IreuEeus, which I will now give with the com-1 
ment of Bishop Pearson : " Irenfens did not think I 
that, the same men in that place were called I 
' Bishops' and ' Presbyters,' or that they belonged f 
to the church of one city. For as he says, J 
hb. iii. c. 14, ' The Bishops and Presbyters who ' 
came from Ephesus, and the rest of the neigh- 
bouring cities, being called together at Miletus.' 
According to the opinion of Irenteus, St. Paul 
' See piige 122. and the iiote. • Theoiihylac 
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called to him both Bishops and Presbyters: he 
did not call them together therefore from one 
city alone, nor did he call only the rulers of 
the second order, nor style them ' Bishops.' This 
place in the Book of Acts Chrysostom, Jerome, and 
others, in the fourth and following centuries, qnote, 
and lay as the foundation of their opinions, chiefly 
disputing as about one city alone. Irenaeas, a writer 
of the second century, and much nigher to the 
Apostles and Apostolic men, never so much as 
dreamed of such a thing."' To this we may add 
that Irenasus was born probably at Smyrna, and 
about the year a.d. 97-8,* that is, within thirty or 
five-and -thirty years after the visit of St. Paul to 
Miletus ; that he was the disciple of Polycarp, who 
was Bishop of Smyrna and a companion of the 
Apostles; and that Smyrna was a suflragan church 
under the metropolitan jurisdiction of Ephesus.* 
All these things are so many probabilities in favour 
of St. Irenaeus's tliorough knowledge of the then 
condition of the Asiatic churches ; and therefore give 
his words a weight that no other uninspired Chris- 
tian writer seems to possess on the point in question. 
It would follow, then, that the Presbyters from 
Ephesus were the Presbytery of that church over 
which, if not already at that time, at least within a 
time indefinitely short, as we shall see, Timothy is 



' Vind. Ignet. c. xi 
Clerum on Acta xx. '. 



S«e also Bisliop Andrewea' Concio ad 
Opuscula, p. 25. The difficulty, how- 
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proved by Holy Scripture to be bishop. At this 
convention he was probably present. Tlie Bishops, 
in this view, came from the neighbouring cities. But 
be this as it may. If any one still prefer the opi- 
nion of St. Chrysostom, which has been adopted by 
Hooker and Hammond, it ulll equally accord with 
our main argument. We will therefore dismiss the 
names, and take up once more the question, whether 
the Apostles committed to many, or to one, the 
power of ruling and ordaining in the Church. 

That tlie ultimate form in which St. Paul left 
the polity of the churehes founded l)y him was an 
Episcopate of one person, is, I conceive, put beyond 
doubt by Holy Scripture. The Epistles to Timothy 
and Titus were written in the years a.d. 64-66, 
that is, towards the end of his life, when for that 
reason he was providing for the continuance of the 
Church by succession, and thereby for leaving it 
after his death in the same form iu which it had 
been settled during his life, when he exercised him- 
self the oversight, or Apostolical Episcopate, of all 
churches of his planting: and by these two docu- 
ments it is incontestably proved that Timothy was 
Bole ruler in Ephesus, and Titus iu Crete, as the de- 
legates, representatives, and successoi-s of St. Paul. 

Now the Fii-st Epistle to Timothy was written 
either when St. Paul passed into Macedonia, leaving 
him at Epliesus, or shortly afterwards; and the 
mention of this event is to remind Timothy of his 
original appointment to that Church. It was writ- 
ten therefore either before or after the summoning 
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of the Presbyters from Ephesiis to Miletus. Either 
way the proof will hold that, a little before, or a few 
years after that conventiou, Timothy was bishop 
over them, and the supreme government of tbe 
Church was committed to him alone. In fact he 
was to them what St. James was to the Presbyters 
at Jerusalem ; and lest it should seem that this was 
a temporary commission, we have the second Epistle 
to Timothy, written, on one supposition, two, on 
another, many years after the firet, and on any 
supposition at the very end of St. Paul's life, when 
he was " now ready to be offered, and the time " 
of his " departure was at hand." 

I forbear in the case of Timothy, as in that of 
St. James, to cite the abundant historical evidence 
which proves that he was in the strictest sense 
Bishop of Ephesus. We are arguing from Holy 
Scripture. It will not, however, bo amiss to remem- 
ber that the argument here ofiered is in exact ac- 
cordance with the whole body of historical evidence, 
and any otiier in diametrical opposition to it. 

We will now examine, from the internal evidence 
of the Epistles, first, whence he derived his commis- 
sion ; and, next, with what powers he was invested 
over the Ephesian Presbyters. 

As to his commission, we read it was from St. 
Paul himself: " I besought thee to abide still at 
Ephesus."' But the gift which he received, that is 
the grace which accompanied the Episcopate, was 
given him by the " laying on of the hands of the 
' 1 Tim. i. 3. 
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Presbytei-y.'" Here we seem to return into the 
original difficulty. Let ub first see therefore how ' 
they whose authority is used for the community of ' 
names deal with this passage. St. Chrysostom's 
comment is, " He does not here speak of Presby- 
ters, but of Bishops, for Presbyters did not ordain 
a Bishop." Theophylact repeats his words. Tbeo- 
doret says, " He calls the office of teaching a gift 
(j(apttTfjia), and those that were deemed worthy of i 
the apostolic grace the ' presbytery.' " Now it comes 
to this — eitlier they were Bishops, or they were not. 
If they were Bishops in Acts xx. 28, they are so 
here, and tlie difficulty vanishes ; if not in either 
place, we must look for some other solution. And 
we need not to look far. In the first clmpter of the 
second Epistle, St. Paul writes, " Stir up the gift 
that is in thee by the putting on of m^ hands."* 
What can then be the meaning uf the laying on of 
the hands of the Presbytery ? The Apostle declares 
himself to be the sole ordainer of Timothy. I say 
sole, because he was the sufficient authority ; and 
as for the rest, it may be that Silas, Paul's fellow- 
worker, and St. Luke, the companion of his jour- 
neys, and, it inuy lie also, gifted persons, as in the 
mission of St. Paul himself to the Gentiles,* were 
joint partakers of the act- And this last supposition 
has a direct countenance from the words of St. Paul 
to Timothy wliere lie says, '* Tliis charge I commit 
to thee, son Tiiuotiiy, according to the prophecies 
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which went before on fhee"^ And, after all, the 
Apostle himself declaring that his own hands or- 
dained Timothy, why may we not also conceive 
that the Presbytery of the Church expressed their 
acceptance of their spiritual ruler by joining in the 
act?* 

' 1 Tim. i. 18. Comp. the prophecy of Agabua on St. Paul. 
AclBxxi. 10, 11. 

' If, on Guch a paint ae thia, a conjecture ia not of much weight, 
yet it can h[ least da no harm to cite certain Temurkable facta 
which Hecni In look towards the aup[>08itioii in the text. It is well 
known that Preahytcrs, who huve neither singly nor cullectively the 
power of ordaining Presbytera, are nevettheleaa pcrmiiteJ by the 
Catholic Church lo express their content or concurrence in the 
ordinBtiun of ihcir hrelhren by laying their hands, with the Bishop, 
on the head of the canilidate for the prieathood. It ia certain that 
such a privilege haa been permitted even in the consecration of 
Bishops We find Pope Pelagius was consecrated by the itnpo- 
siliun of the haiida of two Bisliops and one Presbyter, a priest of 
Oetia. (See Mason's Vindication of the Church of England, &c., 
p. 41.) This is on the authority of Anastosius, and admitted by 
Baronius and Binius. Thete is also an answer of St. Gregory the 
Great to St- Au{^ustin, which is even more in point. St. Augustin, in 
the early part of his mission in Britain, when he desired to conse- 
crate Melliiua and Justus, wrote Id ask, "If the Bistiops aresofar 
apart one from another that they cannot conveniently assemble, 
whether may a Bishop be ordained without the presence of other 
Bishops?" Gregory answered — '"In the Church of England, in 
which only thou art aa yet a Bishop, thou canst not ordain at all 
hut in the absence of other Bishops. For when do any Bishops 
come out of France to assist you in ordaining Bishops? We will 
therefore that you ordain Bishops; hut so that they may not be 
liir one from another, that there he no such necessjiy but that they 
may hereafter come together at the creation of others. And the 
other pastors, whose presence is highly useful, may readily assem- 
ble." Bcde, Eccl, Hist., lib. i. ixvii. Here pastors evidently are 
distinguished from bishops. (See Mason, Vind., pp. 92,93.) We 
find in Morinus dc Prim.Ord. Exercit. ii. c. iii. vi.. the decree of elec- 
tion (preserved in the Euchologiuni), which was read out at the con- 
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We will now go on to the powers with which 
Timothy was invested. And we may remark at 
the ontset that, whatsoever share the Presbyters 
may have had in the imposition of hands, Timothy 
was intrusted with a sole and supreme power over 
them. 

First, he was charged to witness the true doctrine 
of Christ;' and to take heed that no man should 
teach any other:' next, he was empowered to exer- 
cise discipline over the flock ; to rebuke, reprove, 
and exhort;* and, if need be, to reject from the 
commimion of tlie Church: again, he was intrusted 
with authority to take cognizance of the character 
and lives of Bishops,* Presbyters,* and Deacons.' 
Of Presbyters it is especially said, " Let the elders 
(Presbyters) that rule well be counted worthy 



tecmCioD of Bishops. He givea it as follows ; " If ihc Patriarch he 
the consecrator, the iltcree runs, ' by the suffrage and approbation 
of the most aacred Metrojiolitans, Archbiahupa, end Bishops ;' if a 
Metropolitan be cooaecratoT, thus : * by ihe eufirsgc and approbatiou 
of theBiBhoptmoKt acceptable to God, and the reverend Preabyters.' 
When the Patriarch ordaiiie, that ib in a patriarchal province, Bi- 
shope, ArchbiahopB, and Mciropolilans only concur in the electiuii ; 
but when a Metropoliiuu, the Preabylera also." And in this we may 
find Bome precedent, such as it is, fur the strange citatom of the 
Romanista in England and Ireland, who, " during the greater part 
if not the whole of the last ceniuty," as Mr, Palmer says, " had 
Biabopa consecralcd by one Bishop and tno Priests, which was 
done by authority of a hul), permitting, for the " increnBe of their 
coaveniency," that, in lieu of witnesEes, two eecular priests should 
MBist. See Palmer's Treatise, vol. ii. pp. 469. 470. 

' 1 Tim. vi 12, 13, 14; 2 Tim. i. 13; iii. 14-17. 

• I Tim. i. 3; vi. 3, 4, 5. ' I Tim. v. 20 ; 2 Tim. iv. 2. 

'1 Tim. iii. I. • 1 Tim. ?. 17, 19. 

• 1 Tim, iii. 8, Sic. 
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of double honour, especially they who labour in 
the word and doctrine. Against an elder (Pres- 
byter) receive not an accusation but before two or 
three witnesses;'" and, lastly, Timothy was era- 
powered to continue the succession of the Church 
by the laying on of hands,' that is, by ordination. 
The same office may be shown to be vested also 
in Titus for liis Episcopate over the wliole of 
Crete. Only one passage, as bearing directly upon 
the chief point at issue, need be cited. " For this 
cause," says St. Paul, " left I thee in Crete, tliat 
thou shouldest set in order the things that are 
wanting, and ordain Presbyters in every city."' 
Now to this single point of ordination we may 
henceforward confine our inquiry ; and in the first 
place it must be observed, that there is no one pas- 
sage iu the whole of the New Testament in which 
Presbyters are said to lay on bauds, except that 
which has been already quoted above; and there St. 
Paul declares that he himself was the authority of 
the ordination — I mean iu the case of Timothy ; and 
in the second place it must be observed that, in the 
commissions given to Timothy and Titus, the power 
of ordination is intrusted to them alone. In this 
one point may be said to lie the differentia of the 
episcopal office. 

We have already seen St. Chrysostom, Theodo- 
ret, and Theophylact arguing thai the Presbytery 
were Bishops, because they laid hands on Timothy ; 



' See abuve, page 102. 
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first to St, Peter alone is true 



here. Thel 



source and springhead of power began from one t 
a type and pledge of unity. That the preservation 7 
of unity was tlie final end of the Episcopate, St. 
Jerome again and agnin asserts, as, for instance, in 
his dialogue with the Luciferians, where he argues, 
" The safety of the Church hangs upon tlie dignity 
of the chief priest, to whom if there were not given 
a power extraordinary and above other men, there 
would be made as many schisms as there are 
priests." ' And he proceeds further, in the above- 
cited Epistle to Evangelus, to give an account of 
the first rise of tlie Episcopate : " That one was 
afterwards chosen out and set over the rest was 
done as a corrective of schism, lest every man, 
drawing Christ's Church to himself, should rend 
it."* And in his commentary on tlie Epistle to 
Titus, he says, " A Presbyter is the same as a 
Bishop, and before that, by the instigation of the 
Devil, factions were made in religion, and it was 
said among the people, I am of Paul, and 1 of 
Apollos, and I of Cephas, the churches were go- 
verned by the common council of the Presbyters. 
But after that each one regarded those he had bap- 
tized, not as Christ's, but as his own, it was decreed 
in all the world that one chosen out from among the 
Presbyters should be set over the rest, to whom 
' Morinus de Ordinnt. Sacr. P. iii. c. ti. 3. See also S. Cypr. 



Ep. 55. 
' Ad Evangelui 
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should belong the chaise of the whole Churcli, and 
thereby the seeds of schism be rooted out."' Now 
upon this passage it must be observed that, if taken 
to deny the Apostolical institution of the Episcopate, 
it is gratis dictum ; having no warrant of history ; 
it is a theory inconsistent with the teaching of the 
three first ages after the Apostles ; and with the plain 
declarations of Holy Scripture, which prove that 
the sole power of Timothy and Titus was given by 
the Apostle himself. 

Id the next place, it is said that this universal 
rule of electing a single Presbyter to be Bishop arose 
upon the schisms of the Church, That is to say, 
the Apostles acted not by foresight and prevention, 
but by after-judgment, to correct an evil which was 
both foreseen and foretold. How far this is con- 
sonant with the Divine wisdom, by which they were 
glided, any plain man will readily decide ; and how 
far it is consonant with the evidence of history may 
be seen from the fact that the schisms of which 
Jerome speaks, at Corinth, arose about a.d. 55, which 
is the date of St. Paul's Epistle, and we already find 
St. James at Jerusalem, presiding over the Presby- 
ters of that Church, and, according to Eusebius, 
Euodius at Antioch, who was made Bishop in the 
year a.d. 44.' Now whether the testimony of 
Eusebius is intrinsically valid is no question. It 
is at least good against that of St. Jerome, nay even 

' S. Hierom. in Tit. i. 5. 
' By the Chronology of Syucellua, a.d. 40. 
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better, as are all detailed testimoDics against sweep- 
ing assertions ; and certainly ii is more trustworthy 
on other grounds, Eusebius being more than half 
a centuni' earlier, an Asiatic, Greek., and hims^ 
bishop of a neighbouring citr. 

The fact is that this precedence, from what canse 
Boever it arose, existed before the schisms which 
Jerome imagined to have produced it.' Tlie succes- 
sions of the churches of Jerusalem aod Antioch are 
older than the Epistle to the Corinthians. 

And lastly, 1 would obsen'e that Jerome says 
" toto orbe decretum" — it was decreed in the whole 
world. In his commentary on Titus, he savs : *' As 
Presbyters know that they are subject to him that 
is set over them by tlie custom of the Church (ec- 
clesiEB consuetudine), so let Bisli*tps know that they 
are greater than Presbyters, rather by custom than 
by the nature of the Ixinl's disj>ensation." But he 
immediately destroys his arguiiieui by a parallel be- 
tween Moses and the seventy Elders. Surely Moses 
had both supreme power and precedence " disposi- 
tionis Dominicte veritate." But .Jerome says this 
was an universal custom, and begim in the course 
of the apostohc ministry, and. therefore, he must 
mean by the Apostles : yet his words. *' decreed ia 
the whole world," ^ve it an appoanuice as if it were 
the act, not of Ini^pired, but uninspired men.* If it 

' Moriaua de Ord. Sacr. P. iii. c. 3. 20, 

' In the Hmc Epistle wi Evangelus, Si. Jeronw mkkes the Csl- 
lowing stktenteiit, which has been e«geHj- aaeA by the gainsajen 
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was 30 decreed, let the decree be produced. Or if it 
be not forthcoming, let us rather listen to St. Augua- 
tiii, who, while Jerome was thus writing from the 
east, taught another aud a sounder rule in Africa. 
" What the wliole Church holds, instituted by uo 
council, but always maintained, is most riglitly be- 
lieved to flow from no authority but that of the 



of the Epiflcojml order : — " At Alcxandriii, from the time of Mark 
the Evangelist to the Bishnps Heraclas and DionysiuB, ihe Prea- 
hytere were always wont to chuoae one out of their own number 
and place him in a higher grad«, and call him Bisho]), ns the army 
makes the Ein|)eror ; and the Deacons choose of their own number 
one whose diligence they know, and call him Archdeacon. For 
what does a Bishop do that a Presbyter may not, except ordoiu.? 
&c. " From this it has been argued that by eler.tion, and without 
conBeeratioii, a I'resbyter became Bishop of Alexandria; which is 
contrary to the whole current of historical testimony Even Mo- 
rinufl is led to suppose this to be Jerome's meaning, because no eccle- 
siastical ceremony was used in Ihe consecration of emperors for 
some centuries after Jerome's day. His argument would then be this: 
because the emperors were not cousecruted before the practice of 
consecrating them was instituted, therefore neiiher were Bishops, 
though the practice of conEecraiing ihem was universal and from 
the lieginning. But in truth Morinus has missed St. Jerome's 
meaning. He compares the two elections, not the consequent 
ceremonies. All he had to shew was that Presbyters border so 
closely on the Episcopate, thai ihcy had the right of choosing their 
own bishop. In fact it is no more tlian is possessed by most 
churches of Western Europe at this day. But his own words show 
this, for whence could the elected Bishop obtain the power of or- 
dinBtion, which the Presbyters themselves did not poBseas? The 
truth is. he htid no need to speak of cousecralion, aud therefore 
wholly omits it. Moreover it is recorded that St. Mark ordained 
Anianusor Ananias to ihesee of Alevaiidria; and thai the Patriarch 
of that chorcli was consecrated by the neighbouring bishops from 
time immemorial. See Hsmmund, Diss, quatuor quibus Episco- 
patus Jura &c. iii. X. Works, vol. iii. 792. 

1,2 
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Apodde^.^ ' Tlik xmrr^TBitl iitci of an ej »i9Papal Tee:!- 
BM3I can be *:xplitm^ In* no camie sbcm of as uni' 

M ucL mjnm m iaud tij ixiuat viii deuj uk ajuioniira' mcmniiic 
i€ tirocn upuij '.bt; fuliWiur yttsKkct uf Tgmiliar^ m ^oiictj hr s 
#n|ipwK:c It/ Tf:duot; 'ibe prM^ttod uf ibe Cmin± u* e mmQ- of 
iirtcrutl ecGJwasucMi diKapinic^ "^ Are uk iff iBvmcL ako 
jfirMaAft : It j* «Tmei#^' He imti m^de w fc kmcnoni, anc }irieBC^ 
uoiu Oud niid H» F«!ik*T.* Tuf d Affaen cc lirrweeL "die order 
(n4 Pri/a/tMj and tbt jfWpM^ m cuxKUtuiied tij ibt aiciuinnr of die 
Ciiurctj : and tiie di^ir j viuc^ m il Uat cm^agusr of ibe prim- 
liMid it taukcti&ed ; iiaiumttdi axm iviieR tift caD&fiUrr and ibe er- 
ck«Mt imJ trder it nui loimd. tbwi makfir oliicions azid bajfUBCK, 
aiidart apnoi: unuitiiTfielf iduDb. But vbere iii7« art, ahbouc^ 
tfcet' l«ela}ineu, tLere i» Hut CburdL'' Dc ExbtrL casbxazk, c txL 

2Cvv a ali^ re^ivd tv tbe eooterr wiH ckar ihii dii&ccln. 
Is reDMiUDeDdiziqr cbaatm* he £ftll» «o die sab)eci of aesraDd xmi^ 
na^et. He aan tber are (griaddes to the priewbood- He sup- 
poaet aa ub/wtor to aay, ^ Thcreibre it » lavfiil to aiben vbccu 
ht ezoqpu Sed dioci, ergo cders boet, qixs exdpxL^ i. f ^ 
the laitr. He aocven, ** We are fxJifb if we ikonr ihax wbai 
ii iMft Uvful ^ priests is lavfnl fa- laTmen. Art DOt we larmen 
alito pneats T' &c. 

Firtt, then, it is plaio that Tertalliso means to Tcfiiie tbe i )e \ 
that in the natxire of morals there are two rules, ooe for priesss, 
another for lajmeo. He oonteDds ihat aU moral beings, before 
God, are alike 

Next be teaches that the staikdnig priesthood is sd expreaFion, 
or erob'Miying, of the spiritual actkns of the whole bodj. 

AikI Ustlj, by ** Ecdesise auctoritas," he clearly means to in- 
clude the apjstolic as much as Jerome does in tbe ^ Ecclesise 
oonsuettido/* and " toto orbc decreiura." 

All tliat TertuUian is concerned to shew is that the differeuce 
between the laity and priesthood has a positive and not a fnaraJ 
origin — that it is not a differentia per $e^ but a differentia ex amr 
ttUtdo. 

For the last words ** Where three arc, &c.,*' see St. Cyprian dc 
Unitate **Dominusenimcumdiscipulis suisunitatemsuaderet^&c." 
p. 198. ed. Ben. He means that the Church resides even in its 
ultimate integral pans, however small. 

And 
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versal agency, which waa harmonious and alike in 
every place. We know of none such since the 
mission of the Apostles. They that gainsay must 
account for it.' 

We may now sum up the evidence of Scripture 
oil this point. It is plain that the Lord Jesus 
Christ himself ordained his Apostles, and that the 
Apostles ordained Deacons to be their first assist- 
ants ; that in a few years, without any mention of 
their institution, a body of Presbyters is found in 
the Church, subject to the Apostles, sometimes to 
one Apostle ; that to these Presbyters the sole power 

And last of all it muet be remembered that Tertullian's book de 
'BB written after he bad turned MontaniBl, and 
schism. See Bishop of l>ineulii'8 Terlullian, p. 62. 

' For ihu^^e who have bd impreesion that the Apustlea did not 
institute the government by Biihops, but tiiat uuinapired men after 
the Apostles' tiroeB introduced it, tlie following passage from Chil- 
liiigwortb fairly (nils an argument which I have never seen us fnirly 
met. " When I shall see, therefore, all the Fables of the Mela- 
morphosii acted, and prove true stories ; when I shall see all the 
democracies and aristocracieB in the wurld lie down and sleep and 
awake into monarchies; then will I begin to believe thnl Preaby- 
terial government, having continued in the Chnrch during the 
ApoBiles' lime, should presently after (against the Aposlles' doc- 
trine, and the will of Christ) lie whirled ubuut like a scene in a 
mask, and transformed into Episeopacy. In the meantime, while 
ihcBe things remain Urns incredible, and, in human reason, im- 
pusaible, I hope I shall have leave to conclude thus : 

" Episcopiil government is acknowledged to hiive beeu uuiver- 
lally received in the Church presently after the Apostles' times. 

" Between the Apostles' times and this ' presently after' there 
was not time enough for any pussibdity of so great au alteration. 

" And therefore there was no such alieraliun as is pretended ; 
and therefore Episcopacy, being confessed to be so ancient and 
Catholic, must be grunted also to be Apostolic. Quod erat demon- 
strandum." The Apostolical Instit. of Episcopacy, Works, 490. ii. 
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of ordaining, and ruling the Church, was never 
given ; that to Timothy and Titus both of these func- 
tions were committed severally and in full ; that we 
once read of Presbyters joining subordinately witli 
St. Paul in an act of ordination; that we nowhere 
read of their taking any such act as a body without 
an Apostle ; and, lastly, that we find, in two or 
three passages, the name " Bishop " apparently 
given to them. 

From all these premises we may conclude, first, 
that 90 long as the power of ruling and ordaining 
was restrained in the hands of the Apostles, they 
may have acted as Curators of the several Churchea 
by a sort of vicarious Episcopate — an office still , 
assigned to Cathedral Presbyteries in the Catholic , 
Church during the vacancy of any see. If I may i 
so say. the Episcopate in its lower functions, for 
ICC niiwhcre read of their ordaining, was put into 
commission : tliey were none of tliem severally 
Bishoijs, as Timothy and Titus, but all together 
exercised such functions of the Episcopate as they 
were severally capable of. Tliey may have there- 
fore [Mtrtaken of the name, as. " sede uondum 
constituta," they did of the authority. 

Secondly, we may conclude that the power of | 
ordaining and of ruling the Church was nowhere 
committed to more tlian one alone. The Apostles, 
as they possessed tlie fullness of tlicir divine com- 
mission in themselves, so they gave out portions of 
it, according to the needs of the Church ; and tJie 
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rest they retained in their own liands, until ihey 
made provision for their departure from the Church 
on earth by bequeathing the whole Apostolic au- 
thority to their successors. Therefore we find, first, 
an order of assistants with powers very limited : 
namely, the Deacons. 

And next in order, with powers much enlarged, 
taking precedence of the Deacons, joining in the 
councils of the Church, and all but equal to the 
Apostles, to whom, however, they are always found 
in a carefully expressed subordination, we find a 
body of Presbyters. 

The Presbyters, therefore, were the material or 
basis of the future Episcopate. Bishops were not 
needed so long as tlie Apostles themselves kept the 
oversight of all Churches ; ' and, therefore, in the 
early history of tlie Church, as contained in the 
Book of AcL«, we have no record of the act of insti- 
tuting a bishopric. As the time drew on for the 
departure of the Apostles, they were con'^tituted, 
as at Jerusalem; and therefore it is to the Epistles 
to Timothy and Titus, St. Paul's latest writings, 
that we must look for the form to which tlie 
Churches of his planting had grown up under his 
hand. He had reared the temple to the coping- 
stone, and then, as the last act, he fixed the pin- 
nacle. He was to depart from them, and he left 
Timothy and Titus as his representatives. And this 
brings me to the last point I shall touch upon. In 
' Morinua lie Sncris Ordin. P. iu. c. ui. 15. 
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ibus conunittiDg the plenitade of their aotbority to 
one, and onlr one in each Church, it is evideDt that 
the Apostles acted upon the role which our Lord 
himself had sanctioned by Hb own practice. As 
a type of unity. He first committed the Apostolic 
power to St. Peter, ' but afterwards to all the 

' II it n certaio tlui the precedence «f the Cburch of Rone 
b«» on dirine or ■po«I<)licaI warrant, u that St. Peter hkd « 
precedence unung ihe Aposll<^B by the implied ditpositioD of 
our I>)nl. No une who has einmineil Holy Scripture aott the 
FatlierB nf rhe Cliarcli caii doulii i>( this ; but ihe real quesliuo 
u nrit whether or no he had a precedenre, whioh all well- ins [ructed 
divines admit, but in what ihat precedence consisted. What»o- 
crer thai precedence was, it wa» a precedence amoug those who 
had received cijaal power with hiniHeir. The »atne testimoniea 
which ascribe to Inm a prefedence, assert everywhere with greater 
■Irenglh and point [he equality of all the Apofltles. 

It ii evident from Holy Scripture that the precedence of St, 
Pcler wai n priority in point of time. He first confesEed Christ 
lo be tiic Son of God, and he fint received the promiee of the 
ajKjstolic power. St. Matih. xvi. 16 — 19. But they all received 
it afterwards. St. John xx. 21, 22, 23. He first opened the 
apoitohc commission at the appointment of Matthias, and at the 
day of Pentecost opened the kingdom of Heaven to the Jews, and 
lit the coiiveruon of Conielius to the Gentiles. To him was cora- 
mitteil "the gospel of the circumcision," Gal. ii. 7;i. c^. the 
office and ministry of lemlering the Gospel to the Jews. Tlirough- 
i)u( Judna and Asia and in every place this was first done, and a 
r<iiinilntiun of Jewish converia laid, on which the Gentile converts 
weri' nfterwards built. Thus the ministry of St. Pei« cnme first, 
iIniI of St. Pnul came afterwards, and we find in the Book of Acts 
llml llir preaching of St. Peier is recurJed down to the conversion 
uf (!ortiplliis. Then follows the pnoching of St. Paul. The whole 
'Jtufuli, llirrrfure. is built on the Gosjiel uf the Circumcision, the 
irilfiuiry «f Ht. Prt«r, and so on St. Peter himself. The interpre- 
WhHi irf ilw Words of Christ in Matth, xvi. IB, was very va- 
'i "W In lliH (Islliullr Chuich. St. Augustin interpreted the Ruck 
"iltfl »l IVtM tu uf niiriM, and invites the reader to make his 
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Apostles. They all were what Peter was; endowed 
with an equal share in the fellowship of an equal 



choice. He says the fonner interpretation whs in the moutha of 
many, being in a Bong of Ambrose. But he inclines himBelfto 
the latter ; and that in his Retractaliuna, Ub. i c. xxi. To this it 
should be added thai thirty-six Fathers and Doctors of the Church 
of all ages and uatiuns in the East and the West, including ten 
Popes, interpret the Rock to be the true Faiih. pBlmer'sTreatiKC, 
vol. ii. p. 484. 

Now as to the sense of the Fathers. St. Peter is often spoken of 
OB chief, and leader, and Corvphteus, &c., of tlie Apostles (riiu xop"" 

Tuy 'AiroBTiJXwi' Kupaifialiif:, 'AiroirroXuir sopu^aioVnToe, jrpo^yojjuc 
''PX'''/"*" ""pof^poc. ti"PXos, Tpourarijs, &c. and by the latins as 
PrincepB, Primus, &c. (See Nectarius r.onfut, Imper. Papfe, 
p. 119 — 225.) The same lilies are given to the other Apostles. 
ChrysosCum calls Andrew, James, and John <opv^atot in several 
places. He calls also James and John " two Coryphfeuses," 
Horn, sixii. in Si. Maith. Neciarius defines "CoryphieuB" to be 
" primns ordine inter eos qui sunt ejusdera ordinis." But the 
same writers testify also that all the Apostles were uf equal jwwer. 
St. Cyprian *e have already seen saying — " the other Apostles 
were what i'eter was, endowed with an equal plenitude both of 
honour and power." (De Unit. Eccl.) St. Ambrose: "When Peter 
heard ' But whom say ve that I am ?' imme<liately remembering 
his place, he takea the precedence — the precedence indeed in con- 
fesaion, nut in honour — the precedence in faith, not in order." 
" Flear him saying, ' I will give thee the kevs,' what is said to 
Peter ie said to the other Apostles." Chrysoatum says — " All in 
common were ijilruetcd with the care of the whole world " Cyril 
of Alexandria says — "' Peter and John were equal m honour to each 
other." Victor of Carthage : " To the Church all tiie blessed 
Apostles, endued with an equal fel'owsbip of honour and power, 
brought multitudes of people." The fifth CEcumenical Synod de- 
clares that " the grace of the Holy Spirit abounded in each of the 
Apostles, BO that they needed not the counsel of any other in the 
things that should be done." Origen, Cyprian, Jerome, Augus- 
tine, Etherius, and others, interpret " the Rock" of ihe Apostles 
generally (see Kphes. ii. 20 , Rev. xxi, 14). These passages arc 
given bv Mr. Palmer, vol. ii. pp, 4S0-484; and every one faini- 
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authority. Not that they were dependent one on 
another, so as to be unable to act except in an 
united college. Each severally was absolute. Under 
God, he had no one set over him. Each one was a 
vicar and vicegerent of Christ. Each one, in every 
land wlieresoever they were scattered abroad, carried 
with him the whole mystery of the Gospel ; all its 
truths, and sacraments, and powers. As each one 
had in himself the faith, so he had the polity of the 
Church in all its plenitude ; and as Christ tlieir Lord 
had intrusted His own commission in full to each one 
of their body, so did they in like manner. They had 
represented Him, and now they coustituted repre- 
sentatives of Ilira and of themselves. They there- 
fore made over, in like manner, their commissiou 
in full to chosen men, who in their stead should be 
to each several Church the Vicars of Christ and of 

liar with the Fathers will knnw that they may he multiplied to n 
great extern. But this is enuugh tu thuw that the preceiience uf 
St. PL-ler ill no may affected the alKohiic, independeni eqimliiy of 
power in ench several Apostle ; and sii il' it mere true, as it can- 
not be shown, thnt any ChrisTiaii Biaiiup had succeeded to his 
precedence, it could in like manner no way affect the iibsolule in- 
dependent equality of each Calholic BiBhuj). As St Paul withstood 
St. Peter at Antioch, eo might any bishop withstand the Buccessor 
of his precedence. I have [hoiight it best to throu these few re- 
marks into a note, becatirc the present ib uot the occasion for en- 
tering into a subjeet of this ejlent ; and because, having in the text 
referred to the precedence of St Peler, and also the precedence of 
the Roman Putriureh (nee imge 98), between which no connexion 
bv divine ur apostolical a]>i)uiiituicut can he shown, it is iiLit neees- 
■nry to introduce the^e observations into the contest of the book. The 
precedence uf Ilntne has another origin, and that has been already 
iiuticed. On this point seeThomdike'a Epilogue, Book iii.c. 6, xviii. 
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Gud ; and on this is founded the rule which is as 
old as the Apostolic age. " Wheresoever the Bishop 
appears, there let the multitude be, even as whereso- 
ever is Christ Jesus, there is the Catholic Church.'" 
" There is one God and one Christ the Lord, cue 
Holy Ghost, and so ought there to be one Bishop 
in a Catholic Church,"' This, then, is the ultimate 
form of organic unity. " The Church departs not 
from Clirist, and they are the Church (who are) a 
people united to the Priest — a flock cleaving to its 
pastor ; for the Bishop is in the Church, and the 
Church in the Bishop."* So, in every several 
Church, the successor and representative of the 
Apostles is tlie visible centre, type, source, and bond 
of unity. He, with his Presbytery and assistant 
Deacons, is an image and reflex of the whole 
Church' — an integral and homogeneous part which 
coalesces with every other. And, for collective 
unity, all the Bishops of the Catholic Church at 
large are one College. They are to the Church of 
these latter times what the Apostolic College was 
to the Church in the beginning — all equal in sacer- 
dotal power, but ordered according to ecclesiastical 
use aud custom. In and imder them the Church 
Catholic is one. There is, then, a collective unity 
of all particular Churches, with their several 
Bishops, in one Catholic body under the E|>iscopal 



' S. Igu.i 
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' S.'Cypr. Ep. his 
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College ; and there h a distributed or several unity 
in each particular Church, under its own Bishop, 
This unity of the Church, therefore, inheres in the 
one origin, the one succession, and the one College 
of Catholic Bishops ; and here we may leave the 
subject of organic unity. 

We now come to the second division of this sub- 
ject; namely, the Moral Unity of the Church. By 
this expression 1 would be understood to mean what 
is often called the Unity of Communion. The 
basis of this unity is the subjective state of the 
moral character, and the union of Christian men in 
the habits of faith, hope, and charity; or, as St. 
Cyprian expresses it, '" Charity, which is gieater 
than hope and faith, is the bond of brotherhood, 
the foundation of peace, the hold and strength of 
unity." ' And St. Augustin, in like manner, says, 
" It is manifest that Sion is the City of God : what 
is that City of God but the holy Church ? For men 
who love each other, and also their God, who dwells 
in them, are unto God a city. As a city is held 
together by some law, their law is love ; and love 
is God."' 

This moral unity is evidently a law, not only of the 
Church and of Revelation, but of nature and of the 
constitution of mankind. The moral unity of a 
family is the aboriginal type, and the national 
unity of a people a partial antitype of the same 

' De Bouo Patieutis, p. 251. eii, Ben. 
a Pwlm xcviii. 
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mystery, which has its perfect fulfilment in the 
Catholic Church alone. It is hardly necessary to 
recite tlie types and prophecies, or the parables and 
the prayer of our Lord, lu which this oneness of 
fellowship in love and good will among all the 
members of His body is expressed. It will be 
enough to refer to two passages only as samples of 
many which will immediately be remembered. For 
instance, the words of our Lord in St. Mark x, 
29, 30, " Verily I say unto you there is no man 
that hath left home, or brethren, or sisters, or 
fatiier, or mother, or wife, or children, or lands, for 
my sake and the Gospel's, but he shall receive an 
hundredfold, now in this time, houses, and brethren, 
and sisters, and mothers, and children, and lands; 

and in the world to come, eternal life." 

And in St. John xvii. 1 1 — 21, " Holy Father, keep, 
through thine own Name, those whom thou hast 
given me, that they may be one, as we are;" and, 
" that they all may be one, as thou. Father, art in 
me, and I in thee, that they also may be one in us, 
that the world may believe that thou hast sent me." 
One or two passages from uninspired writers may 
be subjoined to shew in what they understood this 
moral unity of the Church to consist. St. Cyprian, 
in liis treatise on that subject, writes, " The Lord 
says, ' I and the Father are one.' And again, con- 
cerning the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, it is 
written, ' These three are one.' And does any think 
that this unity, which springs from the steadfast- 
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ness of the Go<!head, cleaves together with heavenly 
sacraments, can' be rent asunder in the Church, and 

separated by the divorce of cliisliiug willa? 

Tliis liouse and resting-place of unanimity the Holy 
Ghost designs and declares in the Psalms, saying, 
' God also makes men to be of one mind in one 
house.' In the house of God, in the Church of 
Christ, they who are of one mind dwell, and they 
who are of one and a single heart pei-severe." ' 
St. Augustin, speaking of the Church, says, " The 
peace of a family is the well-ordered concord of 
rule and obedience in them that dwell together : 
tlie peace of a city the well-ordeiXKi concord of 
rule and obedience in the citizens. Tlie peace of 
the Heavenly City is the fellowship of perfect order 
and concord in the enjoyment of God, and of each 
other in God."* 

But in a matter so fully known and acknow- 
ledged on all hands, it is not needful to do more 
than sketch in outline the nature of this moral 
unity- 
It consists, then, of two great elements: subordi- 
nation and charity — i.e., subordination of Christians 
to their lawful pastors, and charity towards their 
brethren in Christ. These two moral elements 
make up the internal unity of Churches, " They 
continued steadfastly in the Apostles' doctrine and 
fellowship, and in breaking of bread and in 
prayers/' Such is the outline of the primary form 
' De Unit EecL pp. 195, 196. ' Dc Civ. Dei, lib. six. 13. 
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of Cliristian unity. In the Apostles' doctrine and 
fellowship we have the faith and polity, the doctrine 
and discipline, as explained in the foregoing part of 
this chapter : in tlie breaking of bread and in 
prayers, the moral unity of charity and worship, 
which is the subject of this. 

The " jtlebs sacerdoti adnnata" is the first con- 
dition ; tlie reciprocal union of all members of the 
flock is tile second; and these make up the moral 
unity of every section of the Church. In the union 
of pastors with each other, and with their Bishop, 
consists the unity of a diocesan Church. In like 
manner, in the union of many diocesan Churches 
throughout the several ecclesiastical distributions of 
jurisdiction, and of all Churches throughout the 
whole world, consists the moral unity of subordina- 
tion to the succesBors. of the Apostles, and of cliarity 
with all members in the mystical body of Christ. 

Such being the nature of this moral unity, we 
may shortly .state also in what way it is secured 
and ascertained. 

The central point of unity is the communion of 
the blessed Eucharist, in which Christian men 
cherish as well as testify subordination and charity 
to their pastor and his flock ; and though the mem- 
bers of the several Churches cannot — because of 
their primary duty to maintain the first conditions 
of unity with their own pastor, and also because of 
remoteness of place and divereity of language — 
except in certain cases, hold tlieir actual communion 
with the members of otlier Churches, yet the sacri- 



160 



THE UNITY OF -ras CHURCH. 



[part I. 

fice and sacrament of the blessed Eucharist being 
one and the same in all places, the very act of ob- 
lation and coinmuuion is actual unity with all 
branches of the Church. 

The Eucharist of the whole Church Catholic is 
one Eucharist. " We being many are one bread." 
" In which very sacrament is represented the natural 
union of our people : for in like manner as many 
grains gathered, and ground, and mingled in one 
make one bread, so in Christ, who is the heavenly 
Bread, we know there is one body to which our mul- 
titude is joined and united."' And thus, as by one 
act, all Churches, from the rising to the setting of 
the sun, have communion with each other, through 
one and the same sacrifice, in the Court of Heaven, 

But, besides this virtual communion, all Churches 
may testify their moral unity by communicatory 
letters, whether on matters of public discipline or 
of private interest. Those of public discipline are 
such as communicate to other Bishops the con- 
secration of any to a vacant see ; or again, the 
deposition and degradation of pastors, or the ex- 
communication of members of any Church : for 
these are matters of public concern, all Churches 
being equally bound to ratify and to act upon any 
decision or sentence duly and justly pronounced by 
lawful authority : any man excommunicated in 
one Church being excommunicated in all, and any 
-nan absolved in one being absolved in all. 
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The communicatory letters of a private sort are 
those that relate to aids and alms sent to any par- 
ticular Church in its emergencies; or letters, cre- 
dential and testimonial, affirming the character 
and quality of any member of a Church to any or 
all other Churches into tlie communion of which 
he may seek admission.' 

Another mode of securing and expressing this 
moral unity is in the practice of holding Synods 
and Councils, diocesan or general, for common 
deliberation and definition ; and in the unanimous 
reception and execution of canons and decrees. 

The moral unity of the Church, therefore, consists 
in a communion of all Churches in worship and 
practice, in friendly intercourse and correspondence, 
and in all judicial, deliberative, and executive acts. 

At the outset of this chapter we proposed to ex- 
amine in what the' unity of the visible portion of 
the Church consists ; and it is now time that we 
should sum up the result of the inquiry, and bring 
this part of the subject to an end. 

We have found it to consist partly of a definite 
form of doctrine and discipline delivered to man- 
kind by Christ and his Apostles, and partly of the 

' " For this wm, of old, the glory of the Church, that, from one 
end of the world lo the other, the brethren of each several Church, 
furnished for their journey with a small symbol, found all lo be 
Fathers and Brethren." S. Basil. Ep. 191. 

So TertuUian ; " Probant nnitaiem comniunicaiio pacis, ct ap- 
pellatio fratemitalLS, el contcBHcriitio honpitHlitatis." De prKtc. 
HKr, XX, 
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relation and order subsisting among those who re- 
ceived it. We have called these the organic and 
moral, or the objective and subjective unity of the 
Church : the organic or objective unity being the 
identity of the church of any age with the church 
of the Apostles in the faith and sacraments, and 
in the commission received from Christ, and trans- 
mitted by lawful succession: the moral or sub- 
jective unity being oneness of communion inter- 
nally among the several members of each church, 
and externally among the several churches through- 
out the world. 



THE VtilTY Of THE CHURCH. 



CONCLUSION. 



We have now completed the first part of the sub- 
ject before us. It is of importance, however, that 
we should make some remarks upon the form, as 
distinguished from the matter, of the argument 
which has been used in the foregoing chapters, be- 
fore we pass on to the second part. 

It was not necessary to prove that there exists, 
among Christians, a doctrine of unity. The only 
question to be examined was concerning the nature 
and limitations of that doctrine. It is evidently, 
therefore, a question not of speculation, or of opinion, 
but of fact ; and aa a question of fact it is to be decided 
by external or historical evidence. The truth or 
falsehood of the doctrine in qviestion is, if 1 may so 
speak, accideutal to the inquiiy. We have to ascer- 
tain what is, and has been from the beginning, the 
belief of Christians respecting the unity of the 
Church. Now, in seeking for an answer to this 
question we are necessarily constrained to go to the 
written documents of the most primitive times. 
The first and most obvious, as being in the hands 
and mouths of all Christians, is the Catholic Creed. 
We were compelled, therefore, to ascertain the an- 
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tiquity of the article which declares the unity of 
the Church. 

But as this article is capable of many apparent 
interpretations, it was necessary to ascertain in what 
sense it was interpreted by the Church in the be- 
ginning. We were, tiierefore, compelled a second 
time to consult the written documents, partly as in- 
terpreters and partly as witnesses; and these docu- 
ments we find of two sorts, inspired and uninspired. 
In one sense, it is plainly impossible to treat the 
subject as a question of simple history from the 
time that the inspired Scriptures are intermingled 
with the evidence. They not only attest the histo- 
rical fact, but also the truth of any doctrine. 

At the same time it must be observed, that in 
this inquiry I have adduced Holy Scripture also as 
historical evidence. I have not felt myself at liberty 
as yet to use any arguments, or any form of argu- 
ment, except that which is strictly and simply of an 
historical and external sort ; and for this reason : 
There either was or was not a doctrine of unity 
taught by the Apostles. If there was, that doc- 
trine must be found in their own writings, and in 
the writings and teaching of their successors. The 
question then is one of history. I have endeavoured 
to exhibit the doctrine as it is to be found in the 
primitive I'ecords; but 1 have carefully abstained 
from touching on the probable moral design, or final 
end of this dispensation, and also from all explana- 
tion or reply to objections which might seem to lie 
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against it in its consequences. These we shall con- 
sider hereafter. At present we have dealt with the 
subject as a question of fact ; and if I have drawn 
the foregoing proofs from trustworthj' documents, 
and correctly gathered the sense of the testimonies, 
I do not see how any one can refuse the conclusion 
— that the doctrine of Catholic unity as here exhi- 
bited is derived from the Apostles of Christ. I wish 
this to be the more carefully noted, because, in almost 
every case I am aware of, the objections of contro- 
versialists, and the difficulties of simpler minds, are 
to be found either in the form of ^ priori assump- 
tions as to the nature of unity, or in the untenable 
consequences which are supposed to follow from the 
doctrine above stated : as, for instance — It is al- 
leged that God would not tie up His redeeming 
grace to any mere form ; or that, if He has, then all 
who are without it must be io extreme peril, if not 
certainly lost. Of the intrinsic inconclusiveness of 
these two forms of objection we shall have to speak 
in another place. At present it is only necessary 
to remark that, when brought in reply to positive 
evidence oi fact, they are simply irrelevant. I do 
not say that objections may not be brought against 
the statements already made in this work ; but I may 
say that no objections will be relevant, except such 
as will show either that tlie sense of the testimo- 
nies adduced has been incorrectly given, or, if cor- 
rectly, that the testimonies are themselves without 
weight. 



PART II. 



THE MORAL DESIGN OF CATHOLIC UNITY. 




THE MOHAL DESIGN OF THE CHURCH AS SHOWN BY 
HOLT SCRIPTURE. 



INTRODUCTION- 

In the foregoing part of this work I have brought 
forward the evidence to prove that God, by a direct 
act of revelation and appointment, has ordained 
one visible body, compacted into one visible form or 
polity, which is His Church, Thus far we have 
considered only the fact, and not the reason — only 
the positive appointment, and not the moral design 
of God. As we have therefore found external evi- 
dence to convince us that God has tlius ordered 
His Church, the next step is for us to inquire why 
He has done so. 

That all the works of God are pointed, by His per- 
fect wisdom, at some aim, is an axiom as inseparable 
from the reason of man as the idea of God Him- 
self. We need therefore only to inquire what is the 
aim or end of the Divine wisdom in the institution 
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of His Cliurcli. In seekiog an answer to this 
question, it Js plain that we are not at liberty to 
form to ourselves ^priori conceptions of His desig^. 
We are so greatly ignorant of the intrinsic nature 
of the Divine Mind, of the extent of the causes 
which have brought mankind to their present state, 
of the condition of man as viewed in conibinatiou 
with the whole sclieine of God's universe, of the 
laws and conditions which govern the invisible 
world, of the nature of evil, and death, and will, 
and of all other mysteries and realities which make 
up the constitution of man, and his relation to God, 
that we cannot, without presumption, venture upon 
^m a conjecture, antecedently to examining the express 

^H . revelation of God, as to the final cause and great 

^M moral design of the particular mode in which He 

^H has been pleased to cast the economy of our re* 

^1 demption. This is not said as if any of the pur- 

^H poses of God could be for a moment opposed to the 

^H pure reason and conscience of His creatures. Let 

^H reason and conscience, unclouded by the passions, 

^H and the prejudice of a secret leaning, be fairly left 

^H to work, and they will be found to issue in a perfect 

^H harmony with the Mind from which they have 

^H their being. But there is no part of theology in 

^^B which men are guilty of more unfairness than in 

^^M the investigation of final causes. Minds at other 

^^m times the most equitable arc, in such examinations, 

^H found to be warped and biassed. Some early pre- 

^^^ judice, some coUatei'al ettect, some foreseen conse- 
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quence from this or tliat particular opinion, or some 
contrariety to the preference of their own minds, 
will make them either wholly reject or even refuse to 
examine into the plainest appointment of God. " It 
is indeed a matter of great patience to reasonable 
men to find people arguing in this manner: ob- 
jecting against the credibility of such particular 
things revealed in Scripture that they do not see 
the necessity or expediency of them. For though 
it 19 highly right, and the most pious exercise of 
our understanding, to inquire, with due reverence, 
into the ends and reasons of God's dispensations, 
yet, when these reasons are concealed, to argue from 
our ignorance, that such diapensations cannot be 
from God, is infinitely absurd. The presumption 
of this kind of objections seems almost lost in the 
folly of them ; and the folly of them is yet greater 
when they are urged, as usually they are, against 
things in Christianity, analogous or like to those 
natural dispensations of Providence which are matter 
of experience. Let reason be kept to, and if any 
part of the Scripture account of tlie redemption of 
the world by Christ can be shown to be really con- 
trary to it, let the Scripture, in the name of God, 
be given up; but let not such poor creatures as we 
go on objecting against an infinite scheme that we 
do not see the necessity or usefulness of all its parts, 
and call this reasoning.'" 

In seeking, then, for the great moral purposes 
' Biehop Butler's Analogy, p. 311- 
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of Ood in the in<«ritiiti(jii of His risible Cbarcb, we 
ittinll run the least risk of falling into the danger of 
private speculations if we keep ourselyes exclusively 
to what God has Himself taught as of His own de- 
signs. We shall therefore take the grounds of our rea- 
Mtning. in this chapt«:r, frora Holy Scripture alone. 
I. And first, it i^, nn all hands, confessed that 
the 6ual sihI highest end iu which all the works 
and ways of God conspire and rest is His own 
giory. This we may leam of the heavenly hosts, 
whom the beloved di^iple hoard saving, " Thou art 
worthy, O Lord, to receive glory, and honour, and 
power ; for thou hast created all things, uud for thy 
pleasure they are and were created."' But in 
speaking of God's glory we may more easily offend, 
with St, Peter on the Mount of Transfiguration, 
than speak aright; for " we wot not what to say." 
Nevertheless, what God has revealed of Himself we 
may with open face behold. The making, then, of 
this world was for His own glory. He had delight 
to project, as it were, the idea of His own wisdom 
before His holy sight; and out of the deep of His 
own Being to breathe the host of several beings 
which no eye but His may number. And as 
all was very good, so each several being, living 
or lifeless, was as a luminous point giving back the 
glory of the Eternal wisdom, and the whole uni- 
verse of God R8 a mirror, faultless and blessed, on 
which the image of the Everlasting lay in a holy 
' Rev. IV. 11. 
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rest. So the heavens declared God's glory, and 
the earth was filled with it, in the day when " the 
morning stars sung together, and all the sons of 
God shouted for joy." 

And that which was the final end of God's al- 
mighty work in the making of the world is like- 
wise His highest end in its redemption. For what 
is it bnt the making again of His first works out of 
the void and formless matter of a fallen world? And 
yet even so His work shall doubtless rise and termi- 
nate in an higher perfection than before. That the 
glory of God is the end and aim of man's redemp- 
tion, Holy Scripture everywhere teaches ; and this 
also the angelic song which was heard in heaven 
on the same night that the Saviour of man was 
born, when the multitude of the celestial choir sang 
glory to God in the highest, sufficiently declares. 
And we see this, too, in what His prophets and 
apostles have testified : as Isaiah that heard the sera- 
phim, by the altar of sacrifice, cry, " Holy, holy, holy 
is the Lord of Hosts. The whole earth is full of His 
glory:'" and as the Lord Himself declared, " I am 
the Lord : that is my name : and my glory will I 
not give to another,"' And of the gathering of His 
redeemed people we read, " I am the Lord thy God, 
the Holy One of Israel, thy Saviour : I gave Egypt 

for thy ransom, Ethiopia and Seba for thee 

Fear not, for I am ^vitli thee : I will bring thy seed 

from the east, and gather thee from the west ; 1 will 

' I»aiiih vi. 3. * laaiah xlii. 7. 
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say to the north, Give up ; and to the south, Keep 
not back ; bring my sons from far, and my daughters 
from the ends of the earth ; even every one that ia 
called by my name, for I have created him for my 
glory."' And in like manner the apostles teach ua 
that we were " chosen in Christ before the founda- 
tion of the world, that we should be holy and 
without blame before Him in love: having predesti- 
nated lis unto the adoption of children by Jesus 
Christ to Himself, according to the good pleasure 
of His will, to the praise of the glory of His 
grace."' That in Christ all the promises of God 
" are yea, and in Him Amen, unto the glory of 
God by us."' " For God, wlio commanded the 
light to shine out of darkness, hath shined in our 
hearts, to give the light of the knowledge of the 
glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ."* "And 
the Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us; 
and we beheld His glory, the glory as of the Only 
Begotten of the Father." ' And this glory was not 
manifested to us only, but the whole working out 
" of the mystery which from the l>eginning of the 
world hath been hid in God, who hath created all 
things by Jeaus Christ," was foreordained " to the 
intent that now unto the principalities and powers in 
heavenly places might be known by the Church the 
manifold wisdom of God."* Even they who by the 



■ laaiah iliii. 3, 5, 6, 1. 



' 2 Cot. l. 20. 



' Eph. i. 4. 5. 6- 
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most direct intuition see the brightness of the Ever- 
lasting, have ever more and more of a deeper lore 
to learn by the evolving characters of God's mysteri- 
ous hand. The Church, even to augeU, is the book 
of God's wisdom, and the mirror of His glory. It 
must further be noted that this final eud of God's 
works and ways is nevertheless so uigh to every 
redeemed man as to be also the final end of all his 
actions. "Ye are bought with a price: therefore 
glorify God in your body, and in your spirit, which 
are God's."' " Whether therefore ye eat, or drink, 
or whatsoever ye do, do all to the glory of God."" 

It is not, however, necessary to multiply proofs 
of a i>oint which no man is concerned to deny. It 
is evident not only from revelation but from natural 
reason, and the testimony of conscience, that all 
God's works and ways, in creation and rixlemption, 
in mercy and in power, and all His mysterious eco- 
nomy with His Church and people, by the ministry 
of apostles, and prophets, and angels, and of His 
only begotten Son, all begin and end, as a circle 
returns into itself, in His own incommunicalde 
glory. This then is the chiefest and highest final 
cause of all. 

2. But there are also ends subordinate, and me- 
diate to the highest and last of all ; and these too 
we must touch on. 

The first and necessary means to the manifesta- 
tion of God's glory is the manifestation of His na- 
* 1 Cor. vi. 20, • 1 Cor. n. 31. 
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ture and character. We may say that the chief j 
among subordinate ends to which all the works and \ 
ways of God in the redemption of mankind have 
been directed is the restoration of a true know- 
ledge of Himself; or, in other words, the chief end 
of the Church is the restoration to the world of a 
true knowledge of God. Tliis is so evident through- 
out the wiiole of Scripture as to need no proof. 
From the beginning of the positive institution of 
His Church, the foundation-stone has been, "Hear, 
O Israel : the Lord our God is one Lord ;" ' and 
the first of His commandments, " I am the Lord 
thy God; thou shalt have no other gods before 
me :" ' and so highly did God esteem of this chief 
doctrine of His Church, that He fenced it with 
the most fearful of all His warnings : " The 
Lord thy God is a consuming fire, even a jealous i 
God."* This was the rock of the elder, as the 
Sonship of Christ is of the later. Church. So St. 
Paul teaches us that the wickedness of man lay in 
this ; " Because that when they knew God they glo- 
rified Him not as God, neither were thankful ; but 
became vain in their imaginations, and their foolish 
heart was darkened : professing themselves to be 
wise, they became fools; and changed the glory of 
the uncorruptible God into an image made like to 
corruptible man, and to birds, and to four-footed 
beasts and creeping things. Wherefore God also 
gave them up to uncleanness, through the lusts of 
Deut. vi. 4. ■ Exod. xi. 2, 3. ' Deut. iv. 24. 
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their own hearts, to dishonour their own bodies 
between themselves: who changed the truth of God 
into a lie, and worshipped and served the creature 
more than the Creator who is blessed for ever. 
Amen, " ' " After that in tlie wisdom of God the 
world by wisdom knew not God ; it pleased God 
by the foolishness of preaching to save them that 
believe;"* as also St. Paul said at Athens, "As 
I passed by and beheld your devotions, I found an 
altar, with this inscription, ' To the unknown God.' 
Whom therefore ye ignorantly worship, Him de- 
clare 1 unto you," ' We have here in the person of 
St. Paul, as it were, a symbol of God's Church in 
the world, its mission, and its message. Let this 
suffice for the Scriptural proof that the restoration 
of the true knowledge of God to the world is the 
chief of all the subordinate ends of the Church. 

3. The next end of the institution of the Church 
is the restoration of man to the image of God. If 
it should seem that this end ought to have been 
placed before the last, I must beg the reader to con- 
sider the following points. First, that the restora- 
tion of the true knowledge of God is a means to the 
restoration' of man to his image. And next, that 
whatsoever be the event of this revelation of Him- 
self to His creatures, His name shall be glorified. 
The glory of the Lord was in the pillar which stood 
between the hosts, although the Egyptians were 
overwhelmed in the sea, and the Israelites fell in 
' Rom. i. 20, 25. ' 1 Cor. i. 21. ' AcU svii. 23. 
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the wilderness. St. Paul also says, " Tbaoks be anto 
God, which always causetb us to triumph in Christ; 
and maketb manifest the savourof His knowledge to j 
us iu every place. We are uuto God a sweet savour I 
of Christ in tliem that are saved and in them that 
{lerish. To the one we are the savour of death unto ] 
death, and to the other the savour of life unto life."* 
The restoration of the inie knowledge of God is an I 
end V>roader, and higher, and deeper than the salva- 
tion of Saints : for it is also the condemnation of ' 
the ungodly, and ihc light which for judgment has 
entered into the whole world.' And, lastly, we do 
not know what purpose of God it raay fulfil in the ' 
trunsceodent system of His creatures, of which out ' 
world is but a |>art. 

The great mystery of niau's restoration to the 
image of God, like the mystery of his fall, runs 
through the whole of Scripture. It is more than 
stated; it is assumed everywhere; it is one of the 
great moral axioms on which all the word of God is 
based. Sayings, at first sight remote, will be found to 
be full of it. " God created man in His own image ; 
in the image of God created He him." ' " How can 
he be clean that is l>oni of a woman ?"' " I was 
shapen in iniquity, and in sin did my mother con- 
ceive me."* Our Lord declared it when He said 
" I am come that they might have life, and that 
they might have it more abundantly."'* And St. 

' 2 Cor. ii. 1.^, 16. ■ St. John in. 19, 20. 21. 

' Gen. i. 21. • Joh n». 4, 5. ' Pa. Ii. h. • Si. Johu ». 10- 
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John : " Now are we the sons of God ; and it doth 
not yet appear what we shall be, but we know that 
when he shall appear we shall be like Him, for we 
shall see him as He is." ' And St. Paul : " We all 
with open face beholding as in a glass the glory of the 
Lord, are changed into the same image from glory to 
glory as by the spirit of the Lord."' He " shall 
change our vile body, that it may be fasliioned like 
unto His glorious body." ^ " By man came death ; by 
man came also the resurrection of the dead: as in 
Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be made 
alive."' " It is sown in corruption, it is raised in in- 
corruption : it is sown in dishonour, it is raised in 
glory : it is sown in weakness, it is raised in power: 
it is sown a natural body, it is raised a spiritual 
body. And so it is written, the first man Adam 
was made a living soul, the last Adam was made a 
quickening spirit. The first man is of the eailh 
earthy: the second man is the Lord from heaven. 
As is the earthy such are they that are earthy, and as 
is the heavenly such are thev also that are heavenly ; 
and as we have borne the image of the earthy, we 
shall also bear the image of the heavenly."* "Whom 
he did foreknow he also did predestinate to be con- 
formed to the image of his son,"* " The earnest 
expectation of the creature waileth for the mani- 
festation of the sons of God. For the creature was 



■ St. John, let Ep. iii. 3. 
•Phil. iii. 21. ' I Cor. xt. 21, 22, 
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1 vBiiity iiot willingly, bai by i 



f liiii) wim liiitli »ul)jectti(l the 



1 hope. Be- 



e same i 
I'ttiiw llu' cpi'iuiin! itsi'lf iilso »liall Ije delivered from 
tlic lK)ri(lnKi' «»t"c<>iTU[ition into the glorious libertj 
111' rlut chililivii iti' Ciwl. For we know that the 
wlitih' (riVHtiiHi gronucth and travaileth id pain 
tiiKtaliL'V until now. Atid not only they, but oar- 
«rlvi«« uUo, whitli iinvc the first fruits of ihe Spirit. 
(■vt>ii we ourw'lvm jjnmn within ourselves, waiting 
for lliir nilo|)tii>n. to wit the redemption of our 
hody." ' For iw Imth niude us" [lartakers of the 
Divine niilure;" ' nnd "the righteous shall shioe 
lortli HB thu nun in the kingdom of their Father."* 
The ivgi-ricrntiou ' thurofore of all His works, the 
rt-xonsti til ting of ull things under a new head:' 
that is to wiy, tlio [wrfection of His creature, the re- 
Htomtioii of man in Iwdy, soul, and spirit to the 
image of tiod, in whicli he was made at the begin- 
ning, m another subonlJuate end in the series of 
final cansos fur which liis Church was ordaiued. 

4. But tluTO is also another still more proximate 
to us; and thai is the probation of man's moral 
nature. It is not simply the restoration of man to 
the image of God, but his restoration under a cer- 
tain law and condition that God has willed. The 
frame of this visible world shall melt with fervent 
heat, and we know not whether or no the Everlasting 
may Iw pleased to recast its fused elements into a 
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holy Paradise. But the nature of man ia other- 
wise. God has made him in His own image. He 
IB lord of all the creatures of God, not so much by 
his reason, as by his will. The mystery of moral 
choice and self-determination is that which is most 
tnily Godlike in man. It is a pregnant sign of man's 
fall that we should distinguish from each othtr 
these transcribed features of the one Divine image^ 
between the intelligential and elective energies of 
our spiritual being. But of this we shall have to 
apeak more hereafter. It was by tlie will man fell, 
and through the will he must be raised again. 
Sucli is his Maker's law ; and in the reclaiming of 
man to Himself, He works through the manifold 
actings of volition, and resolution, and moral strife, 
and the strength of self-affirming will. He ordains 
that man should overcome evil by his own choice; 
that he should deliberately refuse to unite with the 
powers that are antagonist to God. The existence of 
evil in the universe of God can be solved only by the 
freedom of man's will, or by the Manichtean heresy 
of two principles. The restoration of man, though 
wrought by God, is made, by the participation of 
a reclaimed will, to be also the work of each restored 
man. His restoration is the free and conscious fix- 
ing of his choice on God. 

Now it Is certain that every living man has in 
himself a witness to the great law of moral trial : 
he is as conscious of the freedom of his will as he is 
of his very life. Apart from Revelation, we have 







ihM (|Mte«w iT Mi7 ae w i w^ •TGod to 
kb people «r «U;— ^ Se^ I ^n aet bdoR ifec 

tkm dsy fife a^ pad. dmk ad cvi. I 

caD beam aid cvik to neani Aim ^ ipiMrt 
yon tlttt 1 bme Kt Mmc TW life «d dnA. bl»- 
ing and eantng; A ei e fe ge cfaeoae H^ Aat bodi 
tbcn and ihy feed may Kre." ' 

We may take a fortber UhistratioB of the pe- 
culiar nature of man's probatioa from two or three 
remariable paaaagea in Holy Scripture : as, for 
ifiHtance, we read of the prophet that went to de- 
iioiincf; Kin^ Ahab as follows : — " A certain man 
f/f tilt: HUTIK of the prophets said unto his oeighbour 
ill tlie word of the Lord, Smite me, I pray tbee; 
MTifl tli<; man n^fused to smite him. Then said he 
tiritii liiiri, ilt;caiiiK: tliou haM uot obeyed the voice 
ftfthf l^)rd, Ix'hold, an aoon as tliou hast departed 
' Ueut. XXX. 15, 18- 
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from me, a lion shall slay thee. And as soon as he 
was departed from him, a lion found him and slew 
him.'" Here was a probation and its award. So 
again in the case of the disobedient prophet seduced 
by the old prophet in Bethel. And so likewise the 
way in wliicli Naaman was proved before he was 
cleansed ; and so also in the probation of Joash, 
king of Israel, " Now Elisha was fallen sick of the 
sickness whereof he died ; and Joash, the king of 
Israel, came dowu unto him, and wept on his face, 
and said, O my father, ray father, the chariot of 
Israel and the horsemen thereof And Elisha said 
unto him. Take 1)0W and arrows ; and he took unto 
him bow and arrows. And lie said to the king of 
Israel, Put thine hand upon the bow; and he put 
his hand upon it. And EHsha put his hands upon 
the king's hands, and he said, Open the window 
eastward ; and he opened it. Then Elisha said, 
Shoot; and he shot; and he said, The arrow of the 
Lord's deliverance, and the arrow of deliverance 
from Syria : for thou shalt smite the Syrians in 
Aphck till thou have consumed them. And he said, 
Take the arrows ; and he took them. And he said 
unto the King of Israel, Smite upon the ground ; 
and he smote thrice and stayed. And the man of 
God was wroth with him, and said, Thou shouldeat 
have smitten 5ve or six times : thou hadst theu 
smitten Syria till thou hadst consumed it, whereas 
now thou shalt smite Syria but thrice." * Now in 
' 1 Kings XX. 35, 36. ' 3 Kingi xiji. 14 — 19. 
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thaUjmtimawe C» ^ dnt jk wan Im mi mai- 
trpfy , a«d go m a^ fomem the 1m4 wUek ifcc 
Lofil nrare vato yow btfen. Aad tfaos slall 
nawnbcr aO tbe nj wUch tfe Lord tb^Ggdled 
tfiee these for^ jean ia tiie vikferacB to kiHilile 
tbee. and to pnne tbee^ tokBonr wimt was b dme 
beait, whether tboo wouUsC keep his commanil- 
taents or no. And be humbled thee, and soSerad 
thee to banger, and fed tbee witb manna, vhicb 
thon knewest oof ; neither did thy Others know, 
that be might make tbee know that man doth not 
live by bread only, but by every word that pro- 
eeedeth out of tbe mouth of the Lord doth man 
live;" or, in other words, that he walks by faith. 
Prom nil that has been said we see that the restora- 
tion of mail to Ood's image is a moral work 
wroii((lit through a moral probation. And it is 
wilb a purjKJw; of putting man on this trial that 
(iod hM *hnpc(I all Hi<< poeitive appointments in the 
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economy of redemption. This, therefore, is au- 
other, and, as regards ourselves, the immediate end 
of the institution of the Church. 

We may now sum up this present chapter. 

We have seen, then, from Holy Scripture that 
the highest and fiual cause of all the works and 
ways of God, both in creating and restoring the 
world, is His own incommunicable glory ; and that, 
as means, if taken in order to this end, or as subor- 
dinate ends, if taken by themselves, He has ordered 
His appointments so as to restore to the world a 
true knowledge of Himself, to restore mankind to the 
image of God, and to put man upon a probation of his 
moral nature; and that the positive appointment 
or form in which he has provided for the accom- 
plishment of these ends is His Church. We have, 
therefore, arrived at an outline of His moral design 
in constituting this visible body in the earth. The 
next point to be inquired is, how the uniti/ of tiiat 
visible body is subservient to the great moral design 
which we have here ascertained. And this we may 
consider in tlie next chapter. 
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We isrirre wrm ii^^n visa: &» tike £aal ckbss or 
<»R4i fjT ^lixh ^j^A ha^ bfsim pteasai to <Kdkni His 
Ch«reb ; u^ it fcik^v^ tLat ve ^Iwdd mam oak- 
miw: m whstt ww ^k^t mmiy of the Churdi is 5iib- 

Aim!, fiivL as to tbe highest end of alL which is 
HfA on CI ffkff^'' It b not n^cesearr that ve should 
^i4w::e fuitlier proof, for it will be enough to show 
tl^; reUtioQ of cause and consequence subsisting 
U^w<:j*>n th^ Unity of the Church, and the subor- 
dinau^ ^;udj&, which in themselTes are the conditions 
'/f tlj/r highest. 

The point, therefore, to be considered is, how the 
L'fjify r/f the Church subserves the purpose of God 
in renUmuQ a right knowledge of Himself to the 
world. And it seems self-evident that the property 
of L'riity in that aspect of the Church, so to speak. 
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which is divinely ordained to witness to the Unity 
of God. 

And this it does, first, in the way of symbol. 
The Church ia the type or representative of the one 
God. 

We shall the better understand this, if we con- 
sider the antagonist error with which it was designed 
to contend. It ia evident that mankind possessed 
in the beginning a true knowledge of the Divine 
nature. Whether or no before the flood men fell 
into Polytheism, we have no proof from Holy Scrip- 
ture. It was a tradition among the Jews that the 
first declension to this error was as old as the days of 
Enoch. A Jewish writer says, " In the days of Enoch 
the sons of men grievously erred, and the wise men 
of that age became brutish (even Enoch himself 
being in the number of them) ; and their error was 
this, that since God had created the stars and 
spheres to govern the world, and placing them on 
high had bestowed this honour on them, that they 
should be His ministers and subservient instru- 
ments, men ought, therefore, to praise them, honour 
them, and worship them." ' 

The earliest record of idolatry in Scripture is after 
the flood, namely, that of Abraham's family, from 
which God called him out.' And this is shown, 
also, by the Teraphim which were taken fironi La- 

' MnimoniJes, quoled by Gudworth, Intellectual System, p. 461, 
ed. 1678. See Ecelus. xliv, Ifi. 
' JoBhua xxiv. 2. 
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that rt doe* nnt either omlerstand or love. Mai 

'Codwonh, lu. Sm- pp. 30e, 30a. J 
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lost both these holds oq the knowledge of God. 
The creatures of the visible world ceased to be rela- 
tive symbols : tliey became absolute beings ; and men 
worshipped the hieroglyphic forms when tliey had 
lost their meaning. Again, with the right know- 
ledge of God they forfeited also the consciousness 
of His presence : yet they could not be unconscious 
of the powers of Nature. These were present, work- 
ing upon them, ministering to them, baffling them, 
controlling them ; and to these they bowed down 
and worshipped. The ministries and energies 
of nature were severed, and impersonated, and 
projected before the mind as beings higher than 
man.' And hence came Polytheism, which was 
the elder brother of idolatry. The same ideal pro- 
cess elevated to the rank of gods the passions and 
affections of the human soul : they were motive 
powers, ever present in all places and to all men, 
calming the liuman heart ur lashing it into a storm, 
according to an universal law. The universality 
and the power of their own mysterious nature 
men took for gods external to themselves. From 
the same law of the mind, which worshipped all 
that had power over itself, came also the deifying of 
men. All who, by wisdom or power, governed their 
fellow-men — all who, in the arts of life, had arisen 
as great benefactors of mankind — the founders of 
empires, and the master-minds that sketched out 
the first platforms of civil polity, — were by an 
' Ciidwonli, p. 229. 
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over-aved and grateful recoltectioD invested with 
accumulated honours, and inscribed among the 
gods. It is evident that minds of a higher than 
common power wrought up into system, and im- 
pressed a form upon tlie rude materials of popular 
misbelief: a strong process of abstraction and a deep 
mystical import are found nmning ihrough the Pa- 
gan Polytheism. It was philosophical as well as 
fabulous. And this was the work of higher minds 
|X)ndering upon the imaginations of otlier men, and, 
by a reflex act. upon their own. Idolatry is a further 
step, being a clothing of gross and visible forms 
tlirown over the abstractions which have otherwise 
no representative or symbol. I have dwelt the 
longer on this point because it would seem that even 
the Pagan world did not altogether lose the idea of 
one only supreme God. The deities of Polytheism 
were subordinate, finite, and created. There was 
still retained the idea of a monarchy over gods and 
men, vested in one who was tlie Ruler of all, and in 
some sort acknowledged as the one supreme God. 
It may be indeed true that, among the multitude of 
grosser and darker minds, many may have risen no 
higher than the visible forms of their idolatry, and 
others only so far as to apprehend the existence of 
finite beings, to whom the sensible idols were as a 
material clothing; and this, because to a finite mind 
the thought of infinity is stmnge and burdensome. 
So Pliny explains it — " Frail and wearied mor- 
tality, mindful of its own infirmity, has thus cnim- 
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bled (the deity) into fragments, that every one might 
worship those portions he stood most in need of." ' 
It would nevertheless appear that the reason of man- 
kind in all ages lias tended again towards a belief in 
one snpreme, uncreated God, the maker and gover- 
nor of all, both gods and men : I say tended towards 
the belief, because it was plainly no more than an 
approximation to the truth which nothing but a re- 
velation from God could restore to the world, If 
we examine the language of the most enlightened, 
and that in times when the doctrine of the Divine 
Unity, intrusted to the Jewish Church, may be sup- 
posed to have affected the course of thought even in 
the Gentile schools,* we shall still perceive the truth 
of tile Apostle's words, that " the world by wisdom 
knew not God." In the Philosophical SchooU, 
the One Supreme God is " called o Aijuiovpyas, 
the Opifex, architect and maker of the world ; 
o 'H-ye^ucoi' TOO ttoitos Kat ' Apj^tjyeris, the prince and 
chief ruler of the universe ; 6 tt/jwtos ko] 6 UpwrtTTO! 
9eof by the Greeks; and by the Latins, Primus Deus, 
the first God : 6 irpioTos fous, the first Mind ; 6 M^yas 
Qeos, the great God ; o Meyttrroi Aai/twv and i /le- 
yttrrot 6ewf, the greatest God and the greatest of the 
Gods ; o "Y^toTos, the highest, and 6 v-n-aTOf Ge^Si-, 
the supreme of the Gods ; 6 avwrdro) 9fot, the up- 
permost, or most transcendent God ; Princeps ille 
Deus, that chief or principal God ; 0eo? OeS>v, the 
God of Gods; and 'Ap-<(^it apy^Sfv, the principle of 

' See Reeves's ApologicB, Note, vol. ii. p. 100. 
• Gale's Court of ihe Gentiles, part ii. b. 2, c. 8. 
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ndetfa Offer tlw vbole worid; SuBmuBceMrcC 
DcMUMu, Ae wp f iif GoToiKn' asd Lovd cfifl; 
« m x««« Otm. Ibe God over all ; • Bmt ■jum i i, 

turrerferiiu itnv^nlif, M ^fc x w tfjwjw, ifae Il^UUial^ 
or uamade. eell'-origmased and setf^ifaaBtb^ Doty; 
Uvvoc, a Monad ; -ro fr t<u wroaToflw, Unity and 

GoodlKM itself: TO rreuira t^ omtuk aod -r« i-r tf 

oBtrMr, that wbjcb U aTjove essence, or eDperaBCB- 
tial ; TO irixara tin, that which is abore mind and 
undentuidiDg ; Sumtuum illad et stemom, neqse 
iQutabile oeque interituruin, ihat supreme and rtcr- 
nal Being which is immutable and can neva perish ; 

'Ap)fi, C(u TtXof, raj fUvor, a-ramt*. the Bc^UUlin^ 

and End, and Middle of all thioss ; 'Er nu nmt. 
One and all things ; Deus anas et omnes, One 
God and all Gods. And lastly, to name no more, 
7 nporwa. or Providence a* distinguished from ^tia-tt. 
Nature."' And tliis has been declared br some to 
be the tooe of all Pagaoe, that there was " One God, 
the King and Father of all, and manr gods, the 
»oD8 of Gud, reigning together with God."' 

It may not be amiss to throw together in a sum- 
mary way the views which have been entertained re- 
specting the character and intent of the Gentile Poly- 
theism : we shall then more clearly see to what par- 
ticular points the ttstimony of the Church is directed. 



' Cudwonh, luiell. SjMem, pp. 3&4, 265. 
* CudwoTth, p. 234. 
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And, first, it is remarkable that we find Hebrew 
writers, who, it might be thought, would be most 
exact in a point which constituted the broad cha- 
racteristic difference between the faith of Israel and 
the false religion of the Gentile world, adopting a 
view more favourable than the facts of primitive 
history would seem to warrant. 

Maimonides, in the twelfth century, writes of the 
Gentile idolatry as follows: — "The foundation of that 
commandment against strange worship is this, that 
no man should worship any of the creatures whatso- 
ever, neither angel, nor sphere, nor star, nor any of 
the four elements, nor anything made out of them: 
for though he that worships these things knows that 
the Lord is God, and superior to them all, and wor- 
ships these creatures no otherwise than Enoch and 
the rest of that age did, yet is he nevertheless guilty 
of strange worship and idolatry.'" In this and in the 
following passages, it is asserted that these created 
beings were worshipped by them only as ministers 
of God's Providence, and mediators between them 
and Him. " You know that whosoever committeth 
idolatry, he doth it not as supposing that there is no 
other God besides that which he worshippeth, for 
it never came into the minds of any idolaters, nor 
ever will, that the statue which is made by them 
of metal, or stone, or wood, is that very God who 
created heaven and earth ; but they worship these 
statues and images only as the representation of 
' Ciiilworth, Int. Syat. p. 468. 
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•ametbincr which i« a mediator between God and 
themS'^ And, in another place, ^Tbe idolaters 
first argned thus in respect of God : that since He 
was of soch tnuHcendent perCectioo above men, it 
was not poseible for men to be united to or to have 
communion with Him, otherwise than by certain 
middle beings or mediators, as it is the manner 
of earthly kings to have petitions conveyed to them 
by the hands of mediators and intercessors. Se- 
condly, they thus argued also in respect of them- 
selves : that being corporeal, so that they could not 
apprehend God abstractedly, they must needs have 
something sensible to excite and stir up their devo- 
tion, and to fix their imagination upon/' ^ And in 
the same way another Jewish writer explains the 
idolatry of Ahab and other kings of Israel and 
Judah. They " erred in worshipping the stars on 
these two accounts mentioned by Maimonides, not- 
withstanding that they believed the existence of 
God and His Unity ; they partly conceiving that 
they should honour God in worshipping His mi- 
nisters, and partly worshipping them as mediators 
fjetwixt God and themselves." ' 

And in like manner he explains the First Com- 
mandment. '* Thou shalt not set up other inferior 
gods as mediators betwixt me and thyself, or wor- 
ship them, so as thinking to honour me thereby."* 
These Hebrew writers reduce the Gentile Polytheism 
and idolatry to these three heads : — First, the wor- 

• Cudworth, Int. Sy»t. p. 468. • lb. • lb. p. 469. * lb. 
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shi pping the ministers of God, as thinking to honour 
Him thereby. Secondly, the worshipping them as 
intercessors with God. And lastly, the worshipping 
of material representations or memorials of God. 
And this view may be gathered abo from inci- 
dental notices scattered through tlieir other writings. 
Maimonides, expounding Jeremiaii xi. 7, says, " As 
if he should say, all the Gentiles knew that Thou 
art the only Supreme God, but their error and folly 
consists in this — that they think their vanity of 
worshipping inferior gods to be a thing agreeable 
to Thy will." ' And so Kimchi writes, " Neither 
do they worship the stars otherwise than as me- 
diators betwixt Thee and them. These wise men 
know that an idol is nothing; and though tlicy 
worship stars, yet do they worship them as Thy 
ministers, and that they may be intercessors for 
them."* And again on Malawhi i. 11 : "Although 
the Pagans worshipped the Host of Heaven, yet do 
tiiey confess Me to be the first cause, they worship- 
ping them only as in their opinion certain mediators 
betwixt Me and them." * 

We may now take the testimony of Christian 
writers; and first that of the Apostle St. Paul. 
In writing to the Romans, he charges the Gentiles 
with " holding the truth in unrighteousness." The 
knowledge of the one God, puch as they still had, 
they held in tiie bondage of their impure and 
darkened hearts. He then says, " They liked not 
' Cudwonh, Int. Syst. p. 410. ' III. • lb. 
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w^ Hjfi ecrnal yymer azki Gcdikcaii iBBuiifestBd 
lA Hk tt^anXiA works. They had a:§ h wienf a 
lAtoral, a^ dkim^piiihied from a mofal knowledge 
^ him. Therefore ^ thev sloiified Him not as 
(ifpA^ <A «b]cb adoianon the moral knowledge is 
a ri^rc^iMMirv CMkdition : ^ neither were ther thank- 
in\r And tber fell eren to worshipping the works 
of \\\% }jands ; and ^ thev worshipped and s^nred 
tb^ crtHture Neither besides^ i. ^. in addition to, or 
beyf/nd) more than the Creator.*^ Both these senses 
ultimately run up into one. Thev multiplied the 
ohyvcU of worship, and gave to each several god a 
fK^rtion of that which is wholly due to the one true 
(ir^ij alone* And this seems plainly the meaning 
of St. I'aul at Athens, where he charges them with 
Inrinj^ ** Um sufierstitious,'* or rather " more than 
eonirnonly devout :'^^ the excess of this devotion 
torminating on objects below the one true God. 

The uninspired writers of the Church seem to 
adopt the; views of the philosophical schools: of many 

* Vttr the c<irrectnc>it of this interpretation, see Cudworth, Int. 
Hv«l. p. 471—474. 
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pasea^s, we may take the following: — Clement of 
Alexandria Bays, "But that tlie chief men among the 
Greeks know God, not according to knowledge (6u 
icar e-7rt'Yvoi(riv), but according to an indirect mani- 
festation, St. Peter declares in his Predication, ' Ye 
know, therefore, that there is one God who made 
the beginning of all things, and has power over the 
end : And the Invisible, who seeth all things, who 
cannot be contained of any, but containetb all 
things, &,c. Himself uncreate, who created all 
things by the word of His power, that is, according 
to the mystical sense of Scriptnre, by His Son.' Tiien 
he adds, ' Worship ye this God, not as the Greeks 
do," aa signifying that the chief of the Greeks wor- 
ship the same God as we, but not according to the 
perfect knowledge (^oS lear eTriyyioirtv iravreKn) which 
they have who have learned by the tradition of the 
Son. He does not say, ' Worship not the God 
whom the Greeks worship, but, Worship Him not as 
the Greeks do : changing the mode of the worship 
of God, not preaching another God.' What this — 
' not as the Greeks do'— signifies, Peter himself will 
make plain, adding, ' Because being carried away by 
ignorance, and not knowing God as one acccording 
to the perfect knowledge, they forming into shapes 
those things over which he had given them the 
power of use, namely, wood and stones, brass and 
iron, gold and silver ... .do worship them.' " 
Clement adds, " He dispensed unto us a New 
Covenant. For the Covenants of the Greeks and 
of the Jews are old. Ye who, in third place, wor- 



1 08 



ItlE UNITT OF THE CHnRCH. 



[past I 



«liip (i(Mi lifter a new manner are Christians, Foa 
lie clearly aliowcH]. 1 conceive, that the one and onbj 
God w)w known by the Greeks after a GentiM 
iimnncr, hy the Jews after a Jewish, but by na in i 
new nnil spiritual way. Moreover, he shows tha) 
the same Ciod is the giver of both the CovenantB 
who was also the giver ot" the Greek philosophy i 
the Urcektt. through which tlie Almighty is gloi 
fioil by the Greeks." ' Lactantius, also writiii^.l 
agitinst Polytheism, says, " They affirm these godal 
of theirs bo to preside over the several parts tff ' 
the wtirld, iis that tiiere is oulv one chief rector 
or governitr; likewise it follows that all their other 
gods Clin be notliiug else than ministers and officers 
which the one greatest God who is omnipotent hath 
vnrioiisly appointed and constituted, so as to servej 
His command and nod." * So also Eusebius givi 
the following account of the Pagan svstem : — " Th( 
Pagans declare tliemselvi^ in this manner, thai 
there is one God, who with His various poweis 
filleth all things, and passeth through all thingi 
and presideth over all things, but being incorpore- 
ally and invisibly present in all things, and pervad* 
ing them, he is reasonably worshipped by or iilfl 
those things that are manifest and visible."' StJT 
Augustin, in his writings against Faustus tliea 
Manichtean, who had objected to the Christians 
that they had borrowed the doctrine of this solffl 
government of one God from the 



' S. CU-m. Alei Slro 
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" Let Faustua therefore learn, or rather tliey who 
are delighted with his writings, that we have not 
received the belief of God's sole governnieut from 
the Gentiles, but that the Gentiles were not so far 
fallen to false gods as to lose the belief of one true 
God, by whom all nations of whatsoever kiud 
exist." ' He then quotes the words of St. Paul to 
the Romans, already cited. We may now take the 
testimony of one or two of the later Pagans. It is 
uot unreasonable to believe tliat as the truths of the 
Gospel prevailed, they so far yielded to the pressure 
of Christianity as to tlirow their Polytlieisni into a 
more abstract and subtler shape. We find them 
Iiokling the same language as Maimonidcs and 
Clement of Alexandria. Celsus speaks frequently 
of one Supreme God wliom he calls the first God 
(tov -wploTOv 0eoc), the greatest God (toi' /ieyirrrov 
6fo)/), the super-celestial God {to;- inrepovpdviov 
Oeov), and the like. ' In the same language 
Porphyry asserted one Supreme Deity, and one 
only, unmade, and self-existeut (ayeci'irroc) prin- 
ciple of all things. ' The Emperor Jnhan, in like 
manner, after asserting that there is one common 
Father and King over all, but that the tutelage of 
particular regions is assigned to inferior deities, says; 
" Whereas in the common Father all things are pei^ 
feet, and one in all; in the particular or partial deities, 
one excels in one power, another in another." ' 
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In enedy the 4ubc lose the phiiMophen aad 
learned men among tlw f^gns^ after t^ tne of 
C<iBitaBtine and u the ilwdBt of tkdir afOemi, 
■aeh as lambtiefaH* ^ijimbii. Prodas. SimplicTDs, 
aad manj ocbaa, elearij aeknowle^ed ooe Sapreme 
<iod as the fint caose of all thtn^ 1 will give 
ooe more passage from the letter of 3Iaximiis of 
Madanra to St. Augietia : — " Forsooth, that there 
19 one God sapreme, withoat begianii^, without 
ol&priDg, the Father, so to speak, of Nature, 
great and wooderful, who is there so beside him- 
seir, so diseased in mind, as to deny to be a most 
certain truth ? It i:^ His energies difTnsed through- 
out the world that we invoke with many oaroes, i 
forasmuch as we atl of us are ignorant of His own 
proper name. For * God ' is a name common to all 
religions; and so il is, that whilst we address as it 
were His membeTs severally with various euppli- 
eationa, we eridentlj may be seen to worship the 
whole."' 

The many philosophical theories respecting the 
one first cause, the Maker and Governor of the world, 
may be reduced at last to two : One, that the Divine 
Bftiog was diffused throughout the world as a quick- 
ening mml, which is Pantheism ; The other, that He 
was a Spiritual Being, superior to the world which 
He had created. According to the first theory, the 
viflibli! things of creation were manifestations of Him- 
iHilf, According to the second, they were only His 
' S. Aug. ii. 20. 
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ministers. There remains a still further refinement 
of this latter opinion to be noticed. There were 
some who taught that the visible creatures were 
worthy to be worshipped only as tlie expressions of 
ideas, or patterns in the Divine mind. They taught 
that in God there exists an archetypal world, of 
which this material world is only the representative. 
They contended, therefore, that their worship was 
paid, not to the sensible objects, but to the Divine 
ideas which are in the mind of God Himself. This 
was held by the Emperor Julian, who says, " Plato, 
indeed, epeaketh of certain visible gods, the sun and 
the moon, and the stars, and the heavens ; hut 
these are all but the images of other invisible gods? 
that visible sun which we see with our eyes is but 
an image of another intelligible and invisible one, 
(tou vo^ou Kai fxii (jyati/o/tei/ov,) 80 likewise the visible 
moon and every one of the stars are hut the images 
and resemblances of another moon and of other 
intelligible stars. Wherefoi-e Plato acknowledged 
also these other invisible gods inexisting and co- 
existing with the Demiurgus from whom they were 
generated and produced." ' It is evident also from 
Philo that this notion was not peculiar to the Plato- 
nizing pagans of the later times,* but had been 
known long before. 

To so high a point did some of the Greek phi- 
losophers carry their theology, that we may find 
apparent adumbrations of a Trinity in the Unity 
' Cudworth, InL SjBt. p. 499. ' lb. p. 501, 
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£a tut tfraoa ir -turumcsirt jiters. t i i ffwnhyiigg 

;»p]p^^7) from i*l^&'*^ '.w^ Trrnjiyjs. P'lrmi^ >fes 

l}ie IriaA of F*rai«ifiiiis i& uiaff fixpreased by 
I^UaXw^ ; — ^ F»m<i^iK« m PIaii>. ^fieakis^ now 

fi;ilt/; ; th^ firtt, of that which i^ pier1>ectly ami moei 
proj^rrl y '>n^ '"ri -rpirro^ iy^ ; iLk seoood, of that 
irfiich ira^ f:H\U:fi \^ him One-many €» ^raXVi) ; the 
fiiiH, of fthat which L^ thu^ expressed, one and many 
/"J,, ^//i ^/,AA/iy/' * TJie Platonic Triad consisted of 

fifHHlnt:^ (to aya^oy)^ wi^Jom (X0709, traqncu, yovf), 

iirid lif(fj, (K;w#rr, and action (4^^) ; and these he 
fjiM((lit w^jn? af;f(^;lutely one being, each compre- 
UrtuU'il in till' others ; all being self-existent and 
rt^irnnl, ihriw Hy^Hmtascs in one Divine nature.' 

' IMolrifMiM, (|iioU!(l by Cud worth, Int. SyBt p. 546. 

■ lb. pp. 386, 387. 
' lb. pp. 572, 573, 576, 577, 578. 
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Numenius, who was a later Pythagorean, held 
the same tenet as a part of the system of Py- 
thagoi'as ; and Moderatua afHrras this Trinity of 
principles to he one of the Pythagorean Cabala : 
lambhchus also says, *' That there were three gods 
praised by the Pythagoreans.'" It has been thought 
that the Pythagorean theology was derived from 
the Orphic ; that Orphens was only the promul- 
gator of a still more ancient tenet ; and that Or- 
pheus, Pythagoras, and Plato, who all alike held a 
Divine Triad, had been initiated into the theology 
of the Egyptians : from whicii it has been supposed 
that this was an article of their arcana or Esoteric 
theology. Be this as it may, tliere are some traces 
of a Trinity in tiie Mithraic mysteries derived by the 
Persians from Zoroaster ; in tlie Clialdean oracles 
of the Magi, and in the Saniothracian doctrines; 
and, lastly, the Ternary or Triad, was a number 
generally regarded by the Gi-eeks and Pagans as 
containing some mystery in nature, and was, there- 
fore, used in their religious rites. Aristotle says, 
" Wherefore from nature, and as it were observing 
her laws, have we taken this number of three, 
making use of the siime in tlie sacrifices of the 
gods and other purifications."* 

It seems then, first, that a belief in One Supreme 
God, invisible, alone uncreated, the Governor of all, 
was not altogether lost, 

' Cudwutch, Int. SyBt. p. 547. 
• lb. |). 547- AriBt. de Ccclo, 1. i. c. 5. 
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Thanftr. :ii^ % iucrcne emcesaizis a Drrioe 
Triafi W3» 1i*ift, aid ^ansmniEfi Ar r wuCT :ae iiiu.et 
duenineKs and philusapoicaL yhiwrfe. 

Boc ic muse le jo^e^p^ "iuic dusr par?sc ifacy 
OToe of the DrTToe iuilv wns^ hisid ^ be conseceot 
wxdi a be&rf in, and a wocsofp «i£. msinj sT^fek It 
tan^t no mtind relanun:!^ our porainilar ppj^ideBce 
of !>▼•» and mercy. - 

We mar now sr^ t^n. to examine how die Chaxrli 
» so coorstitntaL in die part»-ixlar propenr of it& 
UnitT. as to res&^re die erne knowledsre of God in 
ihe world. 

And, first, by the objectiTe Unity of the Faith 
the Charch ha^ taken np all philosophies and con- 
solidate them in one. litliether br the momentum 
of an original revelation, or by the condnual guid- 
ance of a heavenly teaching, or by the natural con- 
vergence of the reason of man towards the unseen 
realiti^^ (jf tmth, it is most certain that all thought- 
ful and purer minds were gazing one way : as the 
fijIru!HH of time drew on, their eyes were more and 
more intently fixed on one point in the horizon, 
** more than they that watch for the morning ;" 

' Mill on the Pantheiftic Tiieory, p. 1 ; and Notices of the 
Mcmnic Law by 11. J. Rote, pp. 25 and 83, 84. 



CHAP. II.] THE rNITV OF THE CBCRCH, 



205 



aud all the lights of this fallen world were bent 
towards one central region, in which at last tliey 
met and kindled. The one Faith was ihe focus 
of all philosophies, in which they were ftised, puri- 
fied, and blended. The Monad and the Triad were 
transfigured into Three Persons io One God. T)ie 
subordination of the Platonic Triad was verified in 
the ministrative offices of the Son and the Holy 
Ghost. The eternity, the uncreated substance, the 
infinity of goodness, wisdom, and power, the tran- 
scendent majesty, the true personality, and the 
moral providence of the One Supreme Maker and 
Ruler of the World, was affirmed from heaven. 
The scattered truths which had wandered up aud 
do\vn the earth, and had been in part adored, and 
in part held in unrighteousness, were now elected 
and called home, and as it were regenerated, and 
gathered into one blessed company, and glorified 
once more as the witnesses of the Eternal. 

God was manifested as the life of the world, and 
yet not so as to be one with the world ; but as 
distinct, yet filhng all things. God was manifested 
as the source of life to man. The affinity of the 
soul of man to God was revealed ; and the actual 
participation of man, through the gift of grace, 
in the Divine nature, and yet not so as to extinguish 
the distinct and immortal being of each individual 
soul. 

In thus taking up into itself all the scattered 
family of truth, the one Faith abolished all the 
intermingling falsehoods of four thousand years. 
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ever so little familiar with Holy Writ will readily 
remember. It ia enough to refer to the seductiona 
of Balaam, the sins of Solomon and Ahab, and of 
the later kings of Judah, to remind us that the 
transgression which brought down God's wrath 
upon His people was the abdication of their high 
calling to testify to the world the mystery of the 
Divine Unity. They came short of the final end 
for which they were elected and constituted a pe- 
culiar people. Therefore God first gave them over 
to the neighbouring nations for chastisement, and 
finally carried them away to Babylon. It is re- 
markable that from that time they have never again 
fallen into idolatrj'. Their jealousy for the great 
mystery of the Divine Unity we shall have occasion 
to notice again hereafter. 

The witness which had been so long, and with 
such various obscurations, borne by the Jewish 
Church, was taken up and perfected by the 
Christian. We may treat this witness under two 
aspects, the one testifying to the mystery of the 
one God, the other to the incommunicable charac- 
ter of worship. 

The testimony of the Christian Church to the 
mystery of the one God runs through the whole 
body of the New Testament Scriptures : the "one 
God and one Mediator between God and man, the 
man Christ Jesus," may be called the differentia of 
Christianity as compared with all approximations 
to true religion. And as we find this running 
through the apostolic writings, so we lind it as the 
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main feature of the primitive history. The Bap- 
tismal formula of three Persons ant! one God, and 
the Creed as the expansion of this mystery, is the 
rule of faith and sacred tradition of Christendom, 
la the writings of St. Irenteus, TertuUian, and others, 
it is treated as equivalent to the whole Gospel. 
For, indeed, in the doctrines of the ever-blessed 
Trinity and the Incarnation of the Son of God, 
all truth is contained by axioms and corollaries : 
*' For this is life eternal, to know Thee, the only 
tnie God, and Jesus Christ, whom Thou hast 
sent." 

Without dwelling longer on this acknowledged 
point, we may pass on to the second, namely, the 
incommunicable nature of worship. Perhaps the 
most pregnant evidence of the severe faithfulness 
with which the early Church restrained every form 
of worship to the One Invisible God is the charge 
of atheism which was rife against the primitive 
Christians. The martyrs of Christ are represented 
as being put to death all for atheism. The Christian 
apologists Athenagoras, Justin Martyr, Arnobius, 
and others, reckon at}ieism among the charges 
brought against them by the Heathen. Oue of the 
tests applied to Christians was an abjuration of their 
faith in these words, " Away with the Atheists."' 
The cause of all this was partly their condemnation 
of Polytheism, and partly the fact of their not per- 
mitting in their places of worship any visible reprc- 
' Biugliaai, Orig. Eccl. B. i. c. ii. 3. 
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ieiitat»M». This had heat die diaiacteriscur iBuk 
of the Je«r§ befi>re them.* That die caixu of cxeft* 
ttre-worOiip from dme to dme £»siied hseif upn 
imstable men b eTuient firom fireqn^it expresaoos 
m the Fathers, and from the Cooncil of Laodioea,* 
whiefa wstt compelled t^ make a canoo against die 
wof^hipping of angeb. In like manner the Cooncfl 
of Eliberis * framed a canon prohibiting all pictures 
of the objects of worship, lest thej should become a 
fnare to the mind of the worshipper by drawing it 
to terminate on them. Another couTincing proc^ 
of the jealous care of the Church in restricting 
worship to the one only God may be shown firom 
the argumeutd used against the Heathen and the 
Arians. By the former they were charged with 
worshipping a man that was crucified/ They did 
not deny it, but justified the worship by proTing 
that he was God : against the latter, who taught 
that the Son of God was a creature, thev answered 

m 

that they (the Arians) were thereby worshippers of 
the creature even as the Heathen.* The acts of 
worship were cited by them in proof of the God- 

•* Nil praeter nubes et Cceli numeii adorant." 

Juv. xiv. 91. 
Bo alio Tacitus — " Judaci mente soli, unumque Numen intelli- 
gunt— lummum illiid et aeternum, neque mutabile, neque interitu- 
rum : igitur nulla timulacra urbibus suis, nedum templis sinunt.** 
Hint. V. 5. 

' Concil. Laod. can. xzzv. apud Bevereg. Synod : also Theo- 
doret in Col. ii. 18. 
' Concil. Elib. can. zxzvi.Ed. Albaspin. 

* Bingham, Orig. EccL B. i. c. ii. xvi. 

* Cudworth, Intell. Syit. pp. 627, 628. 
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head of our Lord Jesus ChriaV the axiom being 
unquestioned that worship is an exclusive and in- 
communicable prerogative of God.' Neither did 
they allow of subordinate senses of the term. Wor- 
ship with them was an idea generically different 
from ail other forms of reverence or veneration. It 
was not the idea of worshipping inferior beings as 
the one God — an eiror into which not even the more 
enlightened Heathen ever fell — but the worshipping 
them at all, that the Church condemned.' They 
knew no distinction between worship religious or 
not religious, supreme or subordinate: with them 
all worship was in itself religious and supreme.* 
This, then, was the great canon of the Church, that 
God alone is to be worshipped, and by this unity 
of worship, through the faith and sacraments, she 
has ever borne her witness in the world to the true 
knowledge of the One Supreme God, 

TJie next point to be considered is in what man- 
ner the objective unity which consists in the organic 
system of the Church subserves the end of mani- 
festing the true knowledge of God to the world. 

' Bingham, Orig. Eccl. B, niii. 2- 
' " All worship ia prerogative, and a flower 

Of His rich crown, from whom lies no uppeal 

At the lust hour. 
Therefore we dare not from His garland steal 
To make a poaie for inferior power." 

Herbert's Poems— To AU AngeU and Sainit. 
■ Origen contra Cels. lib. viii. c. 26, Ed. Ben. 
• It IB remarkable that the Jews and Mahometana charged (he 
ChriatianE of the eighih century with dishonouring the Unity of 
God by idolatry, and the worship of many inferior beings. 

p2 
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And, first, it is evident that the " onetiness" of tl 
Church — the fact, I moan, tliat there is one and J 
one only visible body, endowed with divine func- 
tions and prerogatives — is an earthly type of the -I 
one only Divine Being. 

The Heatlien religions were manifold, and their 1 
churches, if we may so call the congregations of the I 
initiated, were many. The Persians, Egyptians, 
Greeks, Romans, Teutoues, though they had some j 
common basis, had nevertheless a superstrncture of ] 
Polytheism so various as to forbid intercommunion J 
between the several sects. By the necessity of an 4 
ideal law, the multiplicity of gods produced a mul-; 
tiplicity of religions. Even in the same nation, and I 
between neighbouring cities, the breaches of unity j 
were many and irremediable.' Polytheism being a j 
multiplicity of wills, every several deity being a seve- 
ral principle of volition, separation of worship and I 
division of worshippers was inevitable. The mul- j 
titude of sects was the expression of a multitude of 1 
objects of worship; and, by the inverse law, the4 
oneliness of the Church is the image of the One I 
only God, 

But in the next place we may find a further and ] 
deeper proof of the unity of God in the objective J 
organic unity of the Church, 

As in the natural world the marks of design be- J 
speak an intelligent Autlior. and the unity of design J 



' Jiiveiisl, 



V. 1. 
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tile unity of tile agent, so in tlie organic system of 
the Cliurcii. 

The light of natural reaaou was enough to show 
to the pliilosu|jliio Heathen tliat there ranst be one 
" and one only" first cause of all. They saw that two 
first causes would impose on each other a mutual 
limitation ; that so both would be finite, and there- 
fore neither could be eternal. To the eternity of 
any being they saw that infinity is absolutely ne- 
cessary : they saw, therefore, that the cause of all 
raust be absolute and one ; and that, therefore, one is 
the mystery of all good and of all perfection ; that 
one is the number which measures ail numbers, but 
is itself immeasurable. The force of reason, there- 
fore, compelled them Into an acknowledgment of 
one Supreme God. But they saw also the image 
of the Divine Unity in the material world : they 
saw the laws and powers of nature at unity with 
each other and with themselves; ' and some believed 
the world itself to be, as it were, God — some that 
God dwelt in it as life in a material body — some 
that the complex unity of nature was a sensible 
expression of the multiform unity of the Divine 
ideas. We have already seen St. Clement of Alex- 
andria arguing that " whatsoever is most higlily 
precious is praised in respect that it stands alone, 
being a likeness of the one first principle;" aud that 
the transcendency of the Church, like the principle 

' Cudworth, Int. Sysi. ji]). 372, 373: also Gale's Court of ihe 
Getilika, B. 3. c. 9. 
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by which all things consist, which also surpasses all 
other things, and has nothing like or equal to it, 
IB in its unity. So he says again : " His will is (His) 
work, and is named the world : so also His desire 
is the salvation of men, and is called the Church.'" 
And in another place he says the Church is " the 
Divine will ou Earth as it is in Heaven." 

It is plain, then, that both the world and the 
Church being from the same Author, we should 
expect to find a parallel of analogous laws; and 
such, indeed, we find pervading the constitution of 
both. There is the same unity and harmony — the 
same adaptation of means to ends — the same prin- 
ciple of order and succession. What the laws of 
definite proportion are in the natural world, such 
the primitive ordinances of God are in His Church ; 
both being expressions of His perfect will, arbitrary 
in their aspect to us, but hiding a mystery of 
wisdom, and a depth of purpose immutably true 
and right. What the law of form and structure is 
to the world of matter, such is the organized polity 
of God's moral creation — a polity which is whole 
in all its members, as Nature in her most perfect 
forms repeats hei-self in every part. For instance : 
the lines of natural descent, and the relations of sub- 
ordination and equality, are types of the succession of 
Spiritual Fathers, and of the fellowship of Brethren, 
through the mystery of our second birth. In like 
manner we find certain moral characters impressed 
' Psdag, torn. i. 114. 
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on the animal world, and no one can doubt that 
the instincts even of irrational creatures ought to be 
comprehended under this moral idea. The provi- 
dence of the ant, the architectural cunning of the 
beaver, the mathematical skill of the bee, are all 
scintillations, as it were, of an higher intelligence; 
and the universal sameness of these instincts refers 
them all alike to one higher Mind. In the same man- 
ner, in each reasonable soul, the mystery of con- 
science, the consciousness of right and wrong, and 
of the moral consequences of each, the idea of retri- 
butive and distributive justice, the first foot-piints, 
as it were, of a moral Governor pervading all His 
responsible creatures, plainly mark out the unity of 
their Author and their Judge. And these unerring 
universal types of His moral law, contrasted with 
the infinite variations of individual character, and 
with the ten thousand shades of moral diversity which 
lie between right and wrong, so numerous that 
the infinitely diverse countenances of mankind are 
oftener alike than their infinitely varying characters 
— this contrast of one universal form impressed alike 
on all with the individual types which all so vari- 
ously exhibit, as certainly refers that which is uni- 
form to an unity of will, as that which is multiform 
to a multitude of volitions. Wheresoever there is 
no higher principle at work than the imperfect will 
of man, there must be variance and contradiction : 
harmony and unity attest the presence and wil 1 of 
God. 
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Hhn^t) wn%\9^/ft fi m\ffrfHUrr /minium Deui, ille legishujus inventor, 
nm4*\fliiUft, Ul4ff i'Av,. i\f lUrpublica, lib. iii. xxii. 
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proofs, we shall find the monarchy of God exhibited 
in the economy of redemption. It is admitted that 
the " singularity" or " oneliness" of God's Church be- 
fore Christ's coming, and the unity of its hierarchical 
structure, testified to the monarchy of God. The 
testimony of the Church Catholic is to the same 
point, and compels assent by its universality. 
The national and internal unity of Israel among 
the multitude of nations was a faint proof com- 
pared with the all-embracing, all-absorbing Church 
of Christ, which takes up into itself all nations, 
languages, people, and tongues, all schools and phi- 
losophies, all codes and polities, and assimilates and 
blends them into one. The testimony of the Church 
Catholic to the monarchy of God is therefore 
twofold : first, in the unity of its oi^anic structure ; 
and next, in its uniting virtue. 

In its organic structure we find the miraculous 
phenomenon of a body of moral agents, a third part 
of all mankind, united for eighteen hundred years, in 
all regions of the world, under one definite law, and in 
one definite polity. The same proof which refers to 
God the sameness of universal instincts, and to man 
the diversity of political system, must in like manner 
solve the organic unity of the Church by referring it 
to the one ordaining Mind. It is plainly impossible, 
on the same laws of reasoning with which we treat 
other phenomena of the world, to refer the organic 
unity of the Church Catholic to any other or lesser 
cause. The universal law of succession, andtheuni- 
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We find, in the midst of numberless ways of ador- 
ing and propitiating the multitude of unseen 
beings, one form of worship, harmonious even 
in the minor features of its internal order, rising 
up and binding all nations into one. With these 
facts before us, I say it is impossible to con- 
elude otherwise than that the diversities of philo- 
sophy, moi-ality, and religion, are the natural off- 
spring of the reason, the conscience, and the ima- 
gination of man, biassed and moulded by the mani- 
fold energy and inclination of the individual will, 
and that the unity of faith, morality, and worship, in 
the Catholic Church is the stamp of the one Di- 
vine intelligence upon the responsible creatures of 
His hand. 

And because it is sometimes attempted, by those 
who reject the organic polity, to resolve the unity 
of the Catholic Church into an unity of will and 
spirit, it is worth while to observe, that with Ca- 
tholic Christians there can be no question whether 
this unity of will and spirit be, in fact, contained in 
the design of God. About this there is no contro- 
versy; nay, they against whom it is wont to be ob- 
jected hold and urge this truth even more strongly 
than others. The question is, whether there be not 
another unity subserving, In the nature of means, to 
this great end. But of this we shall speak hereafter ; 
at present we have to observe — first, that they who 
labour to prove that the Church Catholic has not 
an organic unity, do, In fact, break down one argn- 
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TIk THifale SnaBOtem of lius parand bmt 
iJtr nem look agaJH to tfae soandMSB of their 
for it ift oetlaiB thai the laitj of God a 
DoC mem dKnm ib the onSbiin strectaiv of the 
risible vorid and in the imhy of the Drrtne opeT»> 
tioDfi over all radooal and iiratioml creatures than 
in the objective unitr of the workup, faith, and 
polity of the Church. And, upon examlDarioD, it 
will further appear that this great lav of |4ii1o6o- 
phical reasoniug ib no more than the iudoctiTe pro- 
cess contained in the ar^meot from universal tra- 
dition, or, lo more technical words, id the test of 
Vincent of Lerin^: " Quod semper, quod ubique, 
quod ah omaibus." Next, that their ideal principle 
inclines to the polytheistic : for they that held many 
ioferior deities, held also a supreme monnrchy. 
which was indeed over all, bul was not manifested 
alike lu atl parts of the world ; whence every nation 
became a Church to itself with in6nite lesser vari- 
eties, but Btill holding the one common bond of a 
BUpremc worship. And, la&tly, tliis mode of arguing 
has an affinity to that of the Arian and Sociniai 
schools. For tliose who deny the consubstantia 
unity of thn^e Persons, explain away the proofs ( 
Holy Scripture into unity of mind and will; and 
thpy who deny the organic unity of tlic Church, 
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plain away all passages which speak of oneness or 
schism into a mere agreement of charity and spirit. 

We have now traced out the relation between the 
outward unity of the Church in its organic system 
and the true knowledge of the unity of God : we 
may therefore go on to see how the inward or 
moral unity is designed to subserve the same end. 

And, first, it is obvious that the phenomenon of 
the Catholic Church, a body gathered out of all 
nations into one accordant and enduring fellowship, 
is a moral miracle of the first magnitude. The 
whole history of the world presents a series of 
L-mpires rising and falling, sometimes crushed by 
the weight of a mightier kingdom, and sometimes 
broken up from within Ijy the force of inward col- 
lisions. The whole history of each several empire 
— the Assyrian, the Persian, the Greek, and the 
Roman — is little more than a baffled endeavour to 
impose a constraining bond of unity on the repug- 
nancies of the moral world. Even the last ii-on 
despotism, which was stronger than all before it, 
failed in the task. By the might of fear and force, 
it held, for a while, in awe a larger portion of mankind 
than any empire which had gone before it. But at 
the very heart of its power all the most direct antago- 
nists of unity reigned supreme. The isolation of the 
individual will was universal ; and the repulsive force 
of selfishness was ever at work to make the isola- 
tion still more complete. The conflict of kingdoms 
was only an aggregate expression of the clash of 



jndiTidnal wilk. That sncfa was the eaii£tiaa of 
the Headiai woiM b knovn to sU ; and that the 
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tbey could Qot aoderstand it. But tbe fbll diqil^ 
of aoity and permxnenc« was resenred for tbe 
Church Catholic. It was thi* the Prophet Daniel 
wrote of when be said, " In the days of these kings 
ftbalt tbe God of Hearen eet up a kiogdom, which 
ihall never be deftrored-" Its imperishableness 
was tbe counter-signature of its Divine origin. As 
□nity ia an attribute of eternity, eo is it the canse 
of imperi&hableDess. Mankind stood in need of 
some cotiinioQ basis, which should be one and tbe 
same in all, to bold io check the tendency of imper- 
fect natures to dissolution. And this was tbe fiinc- 
tion of ibe Church. 

By the original sin of man, then, there was called 
into energy a repulsive power, which sunders the 
moral nature of man from his fellows. 8tn has a 
direct tendency not only to repel man from God, but 
man from liis kind. The whole race tends morally to 
isolation, as the dying body tends to the dissolution of 
its ftereral [larti. Hence comes the fall of kingdoms, 
tbe division of liouseholds, and the inward strife of 
man. Tliey who have made a state of nature a 
state of war, have erred through the darkness of 
ttieir natural reason ; for the state of nature is God*s 
ordinance, and baa in it tbe relations of subordina- 
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tiou and equality, and lu its result is order. What 
Ualf-siglited philosophers have imagined to be his 
aboriginal state, is but the perpetual defeat of this 
Divine ordinance of nature, and the moral repulsion 
of man's individual will. But their testimony is 
useful to our purpose, as showing how predominant 
a force in the moral world is the repelling power 
of individual wilfuluess. 

The function of the Church, therefore, is to restore 
to mankind a principle of moral cohesion. And this 
God has been pleased to do by taking up and carry- 
ing oo to perfection His own original ordinance, 
The moral unity of a family is His own natural 
work. The political unity of a state is the cxpan- 
Eiion of a family. In the moral cohesion of the 
Church is contained both these forms of the one 
principle, perfected and spread abroad over the face 
of the world. And this moral power, which holds to- 
gether elements by nature so repulsive, is a miracle 
as great as the perpetual sustaining of the frame of 
creation, and as the continuous energy of the Divine 
will, which " hangeth the world upon nothing.'" 
There is manifestly a superhuman power brooding 
upon man, and raising him above himself; and this 
witness for tlie Divine Unity was the matter of our 
Saviour's prayer, when He asked of His Father, in 
behalfof His Universal Church, " That they all may 
be one, as Thou, Fatiier, art in me, and I in Thee, 
that they also may be one in us ; that the world 
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Tiiay believe that Thou hast sent me." ' Tliis was i 
he the standing miracle in proof of His divine raft 
sion. The mutual love of Christians was ii myster 
related even to that of the Divine nature. It was eve 
more wonderful to the world, and yet it was uuden! 
able. Any form of speculative trntli is less perplei 
ing to the reason of man than the moral perfection ( 
man's nature to his stunned and selfish heart ; tfa 
conscious enmity of an evil will is more oppose 
to charity, than the perplexity and weakness of ttl 
reason to any transcendental mystery. The worl 
could not deny the visible unity of the Church : in 
" the light shined in darkness, and the darkna 
comprehended it not." 

The first great expression of this moral unity ws 
the common worehip, and tlie intercommunion i 
all Christians and all Churehes in the one univerM 
form of adoration. And the central point of thi 
worship was the Holy Eucharist. But besides tha 
joints and bands of the great miracle of charity, tli 
Church silently testified at all times, by the habitui 
tenor of its practice, for the life of every Christie 
man was a type of the unity of God. The universi 
love of all, the various sympathy in joy and sorrow 
the denial and subjugation of self for the sake ^ 
others, the foi^veness of injuries, the quenching I 
resentment, the love of enemies, were rays enil 
nating from some central brightness. Their ui 
earthliuess and their inclination revealed thai 
' Si. J»ha xvii. 21. , 
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advent to be from Iicaveii, and their origin to he in 
God. Now we find tlie early writers pointedly using 
this argument to confirm theaiystjry | t\.t Divine 
Unity ; and also the mystery of the Divine nature, 
to prove the duty of moral unity. Of the latter 
St. Cyprian gives an example : " Tlie Lord says, 
' I and the Father are one.' And again, concerning 
tlie Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, it is written, 
' And these three are one.' And does any man 
believe that this unity, which is derived from the 
steadfastness of the Divine nature, and coheres by 
heavenly sacraments, may be rent asunder in the 
Clmrch. and separated by the repulsion of claslnng 
wills ? He that holds not this unity, holds not the 
law of God, holds not the faith of the Father and 
tlie Son, holds neither life nor salvation."' 

Of the other form of the argument the following 
passages will serve as examples, St. Athanaslus, in 
rescuing out of the hands of the Arians the prayer of 
ouv Lord, cited above, says, " Hedid not say, ' Tiiat 
they may be one as we are,' meaning that we should 
be made such as He is ; but that, as He, the Word, 
is iu His own Father, so we also, having received a 
certain impress, and looking unto Him, may become 
one with each other in unanimity and in the Unity of 
tlic Spirit, and not be discordant as were the Corin- 
thians, but be of one heart as were those five thou- 
sand in the Acts, who were all as one person 

Wc being of one kindred with eacli other (for wt- are 
' S. Cypr. de Unit. Ecel f. 2. 
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all begotten from one, and the nature of all men is 
one) become one with each other in the disposition 
(of our mind) having as our pattern (or archetype) 
the oneness of nature which is between the Son and 
the Father."* So St. Augustin, speaking of the ga- 
thering together of all nations into one to serve the 
Lord, says, " In this he answered him, namely, in 
unitv ; for whosoever is not in unitv answers him 
not. For He is one. The Church is unity. Nothing 
answers to one but unity.*'* And in another place, 
writing on the Holy Trinity, he says, " He would 
have His own to be one, in Himself, because in 
themselves they cannot be one, being sevei-ed from 
each other bv various lusts and desires and im- 
purities of sin. Wherefore they are cleansed by the 
Mediator that they may be one in Him, not only 
by that same nature through which all are made of 
mortal men to be the equals of angels, but also 
through the same and into the same blessedness 
which conspires with a perfect concord of will into 
one spirit, being fused, as it were, by the fire of 
charity. This is the intention of His words, * That 
they may be one, as we are one.' That as the Father 
and the Son, not only by equality of substance, but 
by will, are one, so also they between whom and 
God the Son is mediator, not only for that they are 
of the same nature (i. e. among themselves), but also 
by the same fellowship of love, may be one.'" St. 

* S. Athan. Orat. iii. contra Arian. 20. Ed. Ben. 
• S. Aug. in Psal. ci. 8. • De Trinitate, lib. iv. viii. 
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CjTiI of Alexandria, in hie Commentary on 8t. John, 
confuting the error of the Arians, says, on the same 
text, " This we shall necessarily repeat, tliat Christ, 
assuming the unity of substance which the Father 
hath with Him, and He with the Father, as an 
image or type of the unity of undivided love and 
agreement of mind, which is perceptible in the 
umon of soul, would mingle us together as it were 
with each other, by the virtue of the holy and con- 
substantial Trinity, that the universal body of the 
Church may be perceived to be one by the coalition 
and concourse of two people into the constitution of 
one perfect (body), which grows up in Christ." 
So Theophylact, who may be taken as representing 
the expositors of the Greek Church, says, " 'That 
the world may believe that Thou hast sent me ;' 
forasmuch as by the concoi-d of my disciples it shall 
he manifested of nie the Teacher that I am sent 
from God. But if they contend with one another, 
men will not say that they are the disciples of the 
Peacemaker." Then, after quoting the verse, he 
adds, " What glorj' does He say He gave them ? 
The glory of miracles, of doctrine, of teaching; and 
that other glory of unity of mind, that they may be 
one. For this glory is greater than that of miracles. 
For as we adore God with wonder, because in His 
nature there is neither strife nor conflict, and this 
is the greatest glory, so, sailh He, let them be con- 
spicuous, that is to say, by reason of their unity of 
' S. Cyril. Alex, in Joan. Ev. lib. xi, 11. 
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mind."' These passages are sufficient to show 
what way the early Christians argued from the 
unity of the Godhead to the subjective unity of the 
Church, and hy the converse : the one form exhi- 
biting tlie principle, the other tlie symbol ; the 
unity of the Godhead being both the archetype and 
the cause ; the uoifs- of the Church the consequence 
and the expression. And this will be sufficient for 
our present purpose. 

From what has been said, it is not difficult to 
perceive the ideal relation between the unity of the 
Divine nature and the unity of the Church. The 
visible phenomenon is in a manifold way declaratory 
of the invisible mystery: as, for instance, in the unity 
of its doctrine, which expressly teaches the oneness 
of the Divine nature ; in the unity of its worship^ 
which is uniform, and incommunicable, as the prero- 
gative of God aione ; in the unity of oi^nic struc- 
ture, which, like the framework of the universe, 
speaks one causative and conserving principle; iai 
the unity of what may be called the universal laws, 
conditions, instincts, and energies of the Church, 
as those of the world may be called the universal] 
ordinances, deposits, and traditions of nature ; and, 
lastly, in the subjective unity of mind and actioiij- 
which has no type, as it can have no cause, but in 
God Himself. In all these ways, dogmatic, organic, 
energetic, and moral, the One Holy Catholic Church 
is the earthly witness of the One Holy Trinity, God 
over all, blessed for ever. 

' Thoophyl. in loc. 
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CHAPTER III. 



THE UNITY OF THE CHURCH — A MEANS TO RESTORE 
MAN TO THE IMAGE OF GOD. 

We may now proceed to the next point, which is to 
ascertain in what way the Unity of the Church is a 
means of the restoration of man to the image of 
God. 

And, first of all, we must take into the present 
chapter the conclusion of the last. It is obvious 
that a right knowledge of God is a necessary con- 
dition of the restoration of man to the image of God. 
And we have already seen how the Unity of the 
Church is the divinely ordained means of restoring 
that right knowledge. The reason, however, we 
are now in search of is of a more particular and 
proximate kind. 

By the image of God is to be understood that 
holy state in which man was created. The test and 
distinguishing mark of this state was the unity of 
the will of man witii the will of God : and in this 
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unity is potentially involved what was never actu- 
ally manifested, namely, the unity of every several 
will with the wills of all mankind. 

By the disobedience of the first man, or, in other 
words, by the collision of his will with the will of 
God, these unities were altogether marred. Every 
man bom into the world brought with him into life 
a several will as far estranged from the will of Goil 
as the will of the first who fell. The multiplication 
of mankind, therefore, was the multiplication of 
disuniting principles. Every man, as he is severed 
from God, is severed also from his fellows; and 
holiness, which consists in love to God and man, in 
submission and brotherhood, was marred in its prin- 
ciple, and became impossible. To restore man there- 
fore to holiness it was necessary to restore him to the 
moral unities which are its conditions and security. 
As these moral unities were the divine characters of 
the first creation, so are they of the second — that is, 
of the redemption and restoration of man. It is 
evident that the Unity of the Church is, as it 
were, the restored unity of the primordial creation. 
It is the will of God re-impressing itself as at the 
first upon the creatures from which it had been 
erased. And such is the uniform language of Holy 
Scripture. The prophets prophesied of the coming 
redemption as a power which should purge natural 
and moral evil out of the creatures of God, * which 
should heal and alx)lish the diseases and imperfec- 

' Isaiah xi. 6. 
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tionsof man, ' and spread abroad new heavens and 
a new earth. * 

The mystery ol'our Lord's birth teaches us the same 
truth. As in the creation God made the first Adam 
of the virgin earth, so in the restoration he made the 
manhood of the second Adam of the substance of a 
virgin mother. Eitlier was respectively the first 
principle of a creation ; Adam of the first, Christ of 
the second : St. Paul, speaking of both creation and 
redemption, calla our Lord the " first bom of every 
creature,"^ and " the beginning:"* again he says, 
" The first man is of the earth earthy, the second 
man is the Lord from Heaven." ' In the Epistle to 
the Hebrews he draws the parallel further, showing 
that the subjection of all creatures to the dominion 
of Adam was typical of the sovereignty of Christ in 
the second creation. * St. John, in the Apocalypse, 
writes from His own mouth His title, "The begin- 
ning {apxh, the originating principle) of tlie creation 
of God." ' Therefore also St. Paul declares the 
redemption in Christ to be " a gathering together 
again " * of God's creatures " under one head" (avaKe- 
<j}a\diMtTts). Our Lord himself calls it the " regene- 
ration ;" ' and the being made partaker in it, being 
" born again ;" '" and of the man that is in Christ, 
it is said that he is " a new creature, old things are 



' Isaiah XXXV. 6. 

' Phil. i. 15. ' lb. 18. 

• Heb. ii. 6—9. ' Rev iii 

' St. >[uUli. Mi. 2S. 
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pasgetl away, all things are, become new;"' and j 
that we are looking for " a Dew heaven and a new - 
earth wherein dweHeth righteousness ;" and he that , 
sat on the throne, " from whose face the earth and 
the heavens fied away, and tliere was fouud no 
place for them,"* said, " Behold I make all things 
new."' It would be easy to mnltiply almost to 
any extent passages uf the like kind, showing that 
the redemption of mankind is a new creation from 
the fallen nature of the old. And hence It is evi- 
dent that the law of unity which pervaded the 
first pervades also the second creation of God. And I 
the Unity of the Church, therefore, is in very deed 
the Unity of God's primordial work ; and is the ' 
means of restoring and sustaining in man the image , 
of God in which he was created. 

But to follow out this inquiry further, it may 
first be observed that by the Unity of the Church • 
all its members are gathered under one Hejid, who 
is the exemplar and type of all. As Adam in the 
old creation, so Christ in the new, is the pattern 
and form of man. The types of God's image arc 
not many, but one only. He Is "the image of the 
invisible God." And the oneness of the type im- 
presses a law of unity on the body of those that are 
made like to it. The Unity of the Church therefore 
is the representative of the unity of this image ; aud 
not the representative only, hut the result and con- ■ 
sequence. Conformity to one and the same idea is 
' 2 Cor. V. n, ' Rev. xx. U. *Rev. xii. 5. 



■■] 



UNITY or THE CHURCH, 



233 



unity in all beings, Iiow many soever they be.' On 
one side tlierefore the unity of the type is the cause 
of unity in the Churcli, which is the liidden unity 
of saints in virtue of conformity to one common 
Lord. But in another sense the Unity of the 
Church is a means to conform mankind to the one 
universal type. And this is the point we are most 
concerned with, for the other is self-evident. The 
objective Unity of the Chureh is a means of re- 
storing mankind to the image of God, first by 
gathering all men into one common family. " Of 
one blood he made all nations ;" but they became 
severed and split asunder into many. The national 
will carried out and multiplied the disuniting forces 
of the individual will. Nations were as gigantic 
men. Their collective distinctness from other na- 
tions gave them a sort of individual being. Every 
nation had its own type, its own standard, its own 
prescriptions, its own traditive moralities, its own 
sympathy and antipathy. It was a great moral 
phenomenon of accumulated disunion, instinct with 
a life, the first condition of which was an cnei^y 
antagonist to all other nations. By the objective 
Unity of the Church all these stniggling powers 
were gathered and held in one. Mankind became 
once more an individual being. The one net was 
let down and enclosed a great multitude of all sorts, 
both good and bad ; but with all their internal di- 
versities they were still but one draught. The 
' Orig. ill 0«am, lom. iti. p. 439- Ed. Beti. 
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absolute oneness of luaukiud in body, soul, and 
eptrit, and tlie uuity of all in one common typel 
I'runi which all were in the beginning derived, ia I 
the true basis of unity in the society of the redeemed. I 
This basis the Churcli, by binding all in one, has re-fl 
stored to the world. It is the bond of unity amon^f 
tlie families of man ; and by this they are knit 
again into the oneness of their common origin. This i 
then is the first ordering and disposing of mankind 
towards the recovery of the one common type and 
image of God. 

But, in the next place, the objective uuity of tho 
Church is a means to the restoration of God'B , 
image to mankind, by superinducing u|x>n the i 
families of man, thus knit iu one, a common rule of ' 
life, and a common object of worship and imitation. 
The one doctrine and discipline of Christ is a prin- 
ciple of oneness and assimilation which imposes on 
all mankind, how divided soever by national and 
particular diversities, one governing and controlling 
power. The one Church, having its eeat upon the 
springs of man's moral nature, checks and suspends 
the antagonist energies of individual and national 
will. It propagates one ideal standard of human 1 
perfection, to which all men alike tending are | 
brought into unity with themselves. The expan- 1 
sion of what may be called the natural aficctions of \ 
the Christian family, so that the members of Ciirist I 
ahull in all lands find father and mother, and bre- 1 
thren and sisters ; and the promised extinction ofJ 
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warfare when men shall turn from the acts of 
bloodshed to the peaceful tillage of God's earth, are 
dispositions towards the moral renovation of the 
world, on which God's image shall be once more 
perfectly impressed. Tlie unity of the principle of 
regeneration through "one baptism for the remission 
of sins" works as the leaven throughout the mighty 
mass. And, as St. Irenaeus says it is as " a precious 
deposit of the Spirit of God in an excellent vessel, 
itself ever new, and ever renewing the vessel in 
which it is. For this gift of God is intrusted to the 
Church, as for the inspiration of His creatures, to 
the end that all members who receive it may be 
tjuickened with life." ' It is everywhere alike, work- 
ing by one heavenly virtue, and confonning the 
spirits of men to one common type. In like manner 
the one faith constrains the intellectual enei^ies of 
men into one attitude of homage to eternal truth ; 
and the one organic polity assimilates the moral 
habits of all nations into one order and inclination. 
This unity of mankind is in itself a part of the Di- 
vine image in which man was created, of which one 
leading feature is intrinsic unity. 

But to go somewhat further into detail. It is 
evident that the restoration of the image of God to 
man, as it is a moral work, must needs be wrought 
under the conditions which control man's moral 
nature. 

There is needed, therefore, first of all, a system 
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wliicli iiiiall truly preseut to the reason and con- 
science of man a knowledge of the Divine image. 
From what has been said in the last Chapter it is 
evident that the unity of the Divine mind is ex- 
pressed by the unity of all His works ; and among 
them all, especially by the unity of that which is 
His latest and most perfect work, the Church. It is 
certainly hard to conceive that the knowledge of this 
unity could be propagated throughout the world by a 
number of dietiuct bodies : or, if for once propagated, 
that the knowledge could be preserved and handed 
on. The history of the old religions, and of the philo- 
sophic sects, the series and mutations of scliools, are 
enough to show that in multiplicity there is always 
diversity. At tlie beginning they were diverse 
from each other, having no principle of agi'eement : 
in the end they were diverse from themselves, 
having no principle of transmission. The iso- 
lated tradition of particular sects, schools, nations, 
churches, lias never been known to hold its iden- 
tity from first to last. They have each one forfeited 
somewhat, and some have forfeited nearly all of the 
Divine type they were founded to convey. Nothing 
but a multiplicity of members organically one has 
ever yet preserved whole and unchanged its deposit 
of truth. The conseut of the Church Catholic has 
done 80. The unity of the Church, therefore, is a 
necessary condition to the preservation of that 
knowledge of the Divine mind which is a neces- 
sary condition to man's restoration to the Divine 
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image. But, to pursue this further, it may he added, 
that the one type of man's perfect nature to which 
all must be conformed, namely, the image of Jesus 
Christ, contains in itself the complete Idea of moral 
unity. It exhibits the nature of man under the 
two aspects of its perfection in the unity of obe- 
dience to the will of God, and in the unity of 
charity witli mankind; and, for the exhibition of 
this perfect example to the world, God has been 
pleased to guide His chosen servants both in their 
words and acts. It is not to be conceived tiiat 
He should guide them in the use of language, and 
leave them without guidance in the determination 
of their actions ; for it is by positive and visible 
institutions, not less than by words and parables, 
that the truth is bodied forth. It is evident that, 
as some words more truly than others express the 
mystery of Christ's perfect manhood, so do some 
symbolical institutions. And, as we must believe 
that, of all symbolical institutions by which this 
mystery could be expressed, the most exact and 
expressive would be chosen, so we must believe 
that the same would be ordained as the universal 
symbol and expression of the universal type. It 
stands to reason, therefore, that, as Christ is the ex- 
press image of God in man's nature, so the body, 
which on earth is ordained to represent and trans- 
mit the exact knowledge of that one exemplar, must 
be itself perfectly framed, and adapted for its re- 
presentative office; and as what is perfect is one, 
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BDother, and charity,' are the graces wliicli are quick- 
ened and trained in the discipline of the one body : 
in it every form of »elf-den!ai is fostered and per- 
fected after the example of Christ, who said, " If I 
your Lord and master have washed your feet, ye 
ought also to wash one another** feet."* 

There is, then, au express adaptation of tlie or- 
ganic unity of tlie Church to the nature of fellen 
man, an adaptation so designed (»y the wisdom of 
Him who made mankind, that it acts as a direct 
and searching corrective of the chief faults of his mo- 
ral being. It meets him at the two points at which 
he is ever departing from the perfect law of his na- 
ture, and from the image of God ; it meets him, and 
checks, and throws him in upon himself, and, by a 
continuous discipline, keeps up the conscious effort 
to renounce and to denv the self-will of his isolated 
nature. From childhood to old age, through all 
the stages and seasons of life, intermingling with all 
toils and pleasures in the throng of his fellow-men, 
and in solitude with God, the unity of the Church 
bears steadily down upon his individual will, re- 
ducing it to the bent and posture of its original 
unity with God and man. 

Now it must be observed, further, that the per- 
fection of this moral discipline lies not more in its 
intrinsic nature than in the sanction by which it Is 
ordained. It might be thought that the voluntary 
fliibmission of the will lo Pastors chosen and ac- 
' Kph. iv. 2, 3. 4. 'St John xin. 14. 
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knowledged by the body of the Church, or by the 
individual man, and the mutual forbearance of mem- 
bers combined in a voluntary society, would not 
only work out the same, but cause a more perfect 
moral discipline, inasmuch as under both aspects it 
would be a voluntary submission and forbearance. 
But it is this which, in fact, vitiates the whole. In 
auy form of Christian community, except only the 
one Church, the basis of unity is the choice of the 
individual will. The very idea of submission and 
forbearance, chosen by tlie individual will, implies 
its correlatives of personal independence and active 
selfishness as objects which might equally be chosen. 
To make the better choice may be an act of the indivi- 
dual will, as full of self-trust and self-determination 
as the sin of Adam, The sanction of Catholic unity 
is the will of God : it is a Divine discipline, and 
the submission and the equality exacted by it are 
exacted of all men alike, both willing and unwilling, 
in the name of God. No man may choose whether 
or no he will be a son of God, and a brother of 
Christ. This God has resolved, by the fiat of His 
Divine will, in electing us to the gift of regenera- 
tion in the unity of His CImrch. The same argu- 
ment may be applied, therefore, to every Ibrni of 
unity, how nearly soever it may approach tlie true, 
if it fall short never so little; for that falling short, be 
it only in things which men call indifferent, forfeits 
the direct sanction of God. He is not its author; and 
though, in His merciful providence, He may become 
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ID some sense its administrator, even as He is of all j 
things, liow imperfect soever they be, which tend to- 
wards the good of His creatures, yet there are visible 1 
tokens to be eeeu upon all communities of Cliris- ] 
tians, whether congregated by a conscious choice, ] 
or holding together in a lingering semblance of I 
unity after the true bond of unity is broken, wit- ] 
nessing plainly, by tlie imperfect character of the ] 
results, that they are not the divinely appjointed ] 
means of restoring man to tbc image of God. 
They have, for the most part, lost somewhat of the j 
objective type — somewhat of the mystery of the 
perfection of man's nature in the manhood of Jesus I 
Christ; or, if they have retained a formal acknow* 
ledgnient of the truth, they have lost the moral per- 
ception of its meaning. When the subjective habit 
of faith has grown slack in themselves, and the spirit- 
ual perceptions of the mind blunted, they must sink 
back upon a lower level. Their highest types of 
character will Ije defective in the master-features of 
Christ's likeness. Among those that are severed 
from the unity of the Church may often be found a 
rigid morality, but little of the unearthly temper 
which marks the Catliolic Saints. We often see 
strict truth, integrity, and benevolence, but little of 
the conscious awe of God's invisible presence, the 
subjugation of passion, and denial of self, which 
distinguishes a Saint from a Philosophic Moralist. 
We shall often sec, likewise, much zeal, forward- 
ness, and energy in action, but little of the meek- 
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npss, self-withdrawal, and devout liiiraility which is 
the crowning glory of Christ's example. In fact, out 
of the unity of the Churcli we see the commoner 
virtues, which the world in part knew before Christ's 
coming, carried higher by the strength of Christi- 
anity; but of the higher graces, which the world 
never dreamed of, and which were manifested in 
Christ only, we can trace but faint lines anywhere 
except in the one Church alone. The reason of 
this seems evident. In no other body is there the 
divinely-adjusted discipline for the will of man. The 
plastic energy by whicli the character of Christ is 
remoulded in the moral nature is baffled for want 
of the organic structure through which the fitness 
and harmony of moral truth prescribe its action ; 
just as the animal life fails of throwing out the 
highest forms of health where the bodily organiza- 
tion is maimed or wanting. We see, then, the exam- 
ple of our blessed Lord himself exhibited under the 
twofold aspect already spoken of: lie stood between 
His Father and His brethren ; to Him he was 
subordinate in all the powers of His will ; for their 
sakes He denied Himself in all the sinless prompt- 
ings of our manhood. So in like manner the pas- 
tors of His Church stand between Him and their 
flock. To Him they are subject in all the workings 
of the heart and will ; for their flocks' sake they 
renounce their own desires, and choice, and self. And 
in like manner every member of the Church Catholic 
19 placed between his Lord in heaven and his fellow- 
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men on earth ; and in the particnlar Churcli wliere 
the gift of regenerdtiou has assigned his lot, between 
his pastor and his bretiiren. Tlie same twofold tela- ' 
tion is to be traced in all these several forma of | 
discipline. The moral nature of man is under the 
same conditions in all, and the resulting character 
is therefore alike. And this will explain why in 
the Church Catholic the traditionary type of cha- 
racter is the most perfect of all ; because, with the 
exact transmission of the true objective idea, the 
subjective habit of the Churcli is ever sustained at a 
point of approximation which ensures a purer and 
truer perception of its moral completeness. The one 
perfect type is, if 1 may so say, connatural to the one 
body of Christ; and the whole lineage of Catholic 
saints will evince this truth. Their universal like- 
ness each to all the rest, and all to their one ex- 
emplar, is an after-proof of exceeding strength, 
attesting the perfect design of the one great Law- . 
giver, who hath so framed His Church as to mould 
the moral elements of man into one predestinated 
form, conforming them " to the image of His Son, 
that He might be the first-bom among many 
brethren.'" To bring out this great mystery more 
clearly, »e may take a parallel, such as St. Ignatius 
and St. Cyprian, both branded by the gainsayers of 
organic unity as rigid sticklers for forms and exter- 
nal systems, as credulous or ambitious monarchists 
in Church government. No two saints of old are 
■ Rom. viii.29. 
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more identified with the particular kind of unity we 
ai-e now speaking of. In ecclesiastical history, and 
in religious controversy, tliey are the main points of 
rally and assault. One in the East, the other in 
the West, nearly two hundred years apart in age, 
unlike in every other circumstance and condition of 
life ; but one in the unity of Christ's Church ; one 
in rule of faith, and habit of obedience ; one in 
likeness to each other, and to their common type ; 
like in obedience and in charity, in the bent and 
temper of tlie mind, in the active and passive graces 
of Christ's likeness; one in salntliness and in mar- 
tyrdom. Where shall we find sucti a parallel between 
any two Christians severed from the unity of the 
Church '.' Or to take another parallel in St. Athana- 
sius and St. Augustin, the great teachers and bishops 
of Alexandria and of Hippo. These come nearer to 
ourselves in the character of their life. They were 
neither of them martyrs. Their life was made up of 
common events. It was uncommon only in the mea- 
sure of earnest, endless striving for truth, wliich was 
day by day crucified afresh before their eyes. They 
were, as the world judges, stubborn controversialists. 
Athanasius contended half a century about an iota, 
and Augustin half his life for what men now call an 
external form or accident. He declares with his own 
mouth that in the faith and sacraments of Christ 
the Donatists were as right as himself. But these 
saints were contending in defence of an objective sys- 
tem vital to the work of God in man. Each through 
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a Ir>ng life, St Atfaanasius to nearly ^tsiitv years. 
St« Augustin to «eTeDty-^ix« prayed. Cisted, cate- 
diified, taught, wrote, disputed in confefcnce and in 
synod, enduring the cross for the Church of Christ. 
They were shadows of their Master. striTing to win a 
gainsaying world to wisdom. ^ In Athanasius there 
was nothing observed throughout the course of that 
long tragedy other than such as rery well became 
a wise man to do and a righteous to suffio*. 
So that this was the plain condition of those 
times; the whole world was against Athanaaus, 
and Athanasius against it : half an hundred of years 
spent in doubtful trial which of the two in the end 
would prevail, the side which had all, or else the 
part which had no friend but God and death — the 
one a defender of his innocencv, the other a finisher 
of all his troubles."* AuOTistin for fortv vears con- 
tended against the falsehood and violence of a 
throng of heretics. Ou him, in Africa, fell the 
unbroken assault of Manichaeaas, Donatists, Cir- 
cumcelliaus. Pelagians, Arians, and Heathen : he 
lived to see his country- swept over by invading 
armies ; and in his old age, when shut up in Hippo 
by the legions of the A'audals, prayed that Grod 
would either save his city from the siege, or release 
him from this troubled life : when God, it seems, 
knowino: that the last li^ht of the African Church 
was flickering, heard the latter prayer, and in the 
third inontli of the siege took him to his rewanl ; and 

* Hooker, Eccl. Pol. B. v. xHi. 
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so he died even as he had lived, shut up in the midst 
of troubles. Now, in these two great saints there v/as 
one only character. Though variously tried, there 
was one principle and attitude of mind. They in- 
tensely contemplated one and the same divine idea ; 
and by gazing they grew into its likeness. They 
were moulded by the continuous pressure of the 
same discipline, conforming them to the same 
exemplar : in themselves they had the subordinate 
features of individual character, but in Christ tliey 
were as a twofold reflection of the same image cast 
on either side. 

But there is also a further reason. The objective 
unity of the Church is a means to the restoration of 
man to the image of God, not only because it most 
truly expresses and transmits tiiat one Divine image 
in the example of Christ, and because, tlirough grace, 
it conforms the moral nature of man by a continual 
discipline into the likeness of that same image which 
it expresses, but because, by a deeper and more in- 
ward process, it acts upou the moral nature of man 
and reduces it to an inward unity with itself. The 
unity of the Godhead, as it is the principle, so it 
is the law of all subordinate beings. They are, 
as their first cause is, each several one an unity. 
Now the unity of the Godhead is twofold. The 
Brst, as we have said, is in the fact that besides 
Him there is uone other God. The second is the 
oneness, or integrity, or wholeness, in which consists 
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perfection ; as the unity of the three Persons in the 
ever-blessed Trinity. 

Ill like manner, every several moral being is one. 
Each ope is as it were a shadow cast from the Divine 
Unity, or a finite light kindled from the infinite 
fount of light. Tlie multitude of beings is no more 
than a repetition of unity ; the finite for the infinite. 
In this consists the unity of individual consciousness. 
As the Eternal spake, saying, " I am," so He has 
given to every moral being to be a shadow of His owu 
incommunicable existence. We are ourselves, and 
not another. No other is partaker of our individual 
conBciousness ; of our living unity. On this finite 
symbol of Himself God impressed His own image ; 
and man became a reason, a moml judge, a respon- 
sible agent, or, in one word, a will. In this is the 
light of the Divine Unity reflected with the directest 
ray. Every several being is a self-ruling principle 
of moral action. What God is to the creation and 
course of the world, each several mau is to the 
work of his hands, and the government of his living 
powers. 

It must be further considered, that, as the Divine 
image has an intrinsic unity of nature, so in its 
impression upon man is the same unity transmitted. 
We do but speak at random when we go beyond 
what God has spoken of Himself; but we may, 
nevertheless, contemplate goodness, wisdom, and 
power, as the confluent attributes of one Being, 
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and the confluent energies of one will. We may 
conceive how God is a law unto Himself; how the 
subjective goodness and wisdom of God are the 
objective good and true, which are co-etemal with 
the will of God ; and thus how there is in every 
Divine enei^y an harmonious intercommunicatiou 
of all moral characters which inhere in the one 
eternal Being. 

In like manner, in the soul of man God im- 
pressed His own intrinsic unity. His moral and 
intellectual natures, the one enlightened by wisdom, 
the other instinct with goodness, and the will, 
issuing fortli in harmony with both, make up the full 
stamp of tlie archetypal seal, which is the image or 
character of God.' The spiritual being of man thus 
coalesced into one absolute whole. The whole man 
partook altogether of every act. As by the unity of 
energy and sensation ilie whole body partakes in 
every act and passiou, so the whole imier nature, 
by supremacy* and subordination, intercommunica- 
tion and correspond euce of parts and functions, 
thought, felt, and spoke, and acted as one indivisible 
whole. The will in the moral reason ruled supreme 
over all aflectious and passions of man. There was 
the unity of a spiritual monarchy, with internal 
order and spontaneous obedience. He was even as 
God, a law unto himself. He had one will, coinci- 
dent with the will of God. It streamed forth in one 
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right line between the parallel currents of wiEdom 
and goodness. The sin of man began and ended , 
in a breach of this intrinsic unity. The revolt of | 
hxA lower passions dethroned the rational and moral 
will, and usurped each one a share in the principle of | 
volition. " When a man, who is a unity (monad), sins, 
he becomes manifold, being abscinded from God, and 
severed into parts through falling from his own one- 
ness."' His one will becomes a multiplicity of wilts, 
as a flame, beaten down in its ascent, is severed into J 
many flames, and turns every way ; so the will of ■] 
man, averted from God, reaches out around, and is ! 
drawn on all sides by objects of sense, and becomes 
the slave of many lusts. Tlie multiplicity of wills 
in one being is sin, because where there is multipli- 
city there must be evil, for good is one;' there 
must be collision, for evil ia self-destructive ; there 
must be distraction, for it is intrinsically repulsive. 
This inward anarchy is the moral opposite and | 
conscious antagonist of the Divine image. As it ] 
expelled it in the beginning, so it resists its restora- 
tion now. The nature of man must be once more i 
reduced to its intrinsic unity, before the image of J 
Grod can be again impressed upon it. Now the f 
two generic forms in whicli sins exhibit themselves i 
are usurpation upon the majesty of God, and usurpa- 
tion upon the equal rights of other men. The specific 
kinds are beyond number. They are as many as 
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the manifold lusts of man's heart, multiplied by all 
tlie gradations of intensity, and by all the inex- 
haustible combinations of circumstance, condition, 
and aggravation. What is needed, tlierefore, is a 
(xiwer to subdue, and to repress the human will ; and 
this the Church provides. By her authority, as God's 
vicar on the earth, she subjugates tlie whole energy 
of man which struggles against the will of God, By 
her inward discipline she checks and, through grace, 
subdues to the conscience the aggressive and impor- 
tunate affections of our nature. These two forces are 
perpetually compressing, as it were, the distracted 
spirit of man to an unity with itself; and by this 
they strengthen the natural powers of the soul. The 
authority of God arms the converted will with a new 
force to coerce the lower appetites ; the discipline of 
theChurch weakens the lower appetites by clieck and 
by repression, and so drives them under the inward 
sway of conscience. It is by this equable pressure 
that the dislocated meml)ers are reduced to their 
natural site and functions. By the illumination of 
the intellectual nature through the one objective 
doctrine, and by the purifying of the moral nature 
through the one objective discipline, the will is 
once more enthroned supreme, and ita energies 
united with the will of God. Obedience passes, by 
little and little, from deliljeration and conscious 
effort to a ready and almost unconscious volition. 
It becomes like the docility and innocence of child- 
iiood ; and the unity of the Church is tlie mould 
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31 -m^ueSL as ^'ftitraiag' s ceeaec The aibptatioo 
•%c sie umnrii ^^cem n dtis result is obTioiis to all 
wTud r^tntTnriiy mac by die^jftof resenerxdonwe re- 
eerv^ ae srace if ^umsofp iom God ; md by the or- 
oaic iy^BesL >tf due OmEcb. is exprcased die &ther- 
hood rf Gxi and Ae acgdugdnitid of all mankind. We 
are pfain*d, as zc weite. under die <fisc[plme of child- 
hf>:fd. Ii K die ¥\^ £sExpGne of a household dilated to 
a Chorch : die orfgfnal dscxp£ne of naoiie strength- 
ei^ed and screiched abroad by the hand of God, so 
as xo hold all men onder one common Father. 
The Eneage of namnil binh has neitfaer virtue nor 
eomniisatMi for more than die discipliiie of natural 
childhiDod : bat the lineage of Faith, which is the 
Church* a body Tisible* organized, articulated as 
the &mily of man, takes ap die whole aggregate 
of moral life, and carries on its training for a riper 
state, to which this world is as a childhood. The 
objectiTe unitv of the Church, therefore, has the 
same direct adaptation to the perfect restoration of 
the Divine imase in man« as the objective unity of a 
femily has to develop the gift oi regeneration into 
the rudiments of that image ; being the natural dis- 
cipline of humanity enlarged and transfigured. And 
on this we need oulv remark, further, diat the vo- 
luntary aggregations of men into communities pro- 
fessing Christianity are ^o more Churches, than an 
arbitrarj- combination of fathers and children under 
one roof are a family. The one constitutive prin- 
ciple is wanting, which is the will of God knitting 
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them in one by a revealed or natural sanction. 
They have not the first element of moral unity. 
They have no relation to each otlier ; no fatherly 
authority, no brotherly claims. The very essence 
of a family is natural order, based upon the duties 
of submission and the rights of equality. God is 
the author of these relations by the appointments of 
nature. The lines of parental authority are a silent 
revelation, as divine as the voice of God at Sinai ; and 
the polity of a family is as exactly ordained of God as 
the pattern which was shown to Moses in the Mount, 
Without this authorship and sanction there could be 
no parental authority, and no filial obedience, and, 
therefore, no moral discipline of the will. For tliis 
reason the divinely constituted polity of the Church 
effects what no other system can. 

And, once more, the difference between a civil 
and a domestic polity lies chiefly in this, The 
civil can coerce outwai-d but not inward obedience; 
it can reach the acts but not the affections of men ; 
it can prescribe for the broader but not for tlie 
finer moralities of life. The civil governor can but 
mould the frame or skeleton of the outward con- 
duct: all that makes up life and character is beyond 
his power. This only the suasion and correction 
of domestic discipline, that is of fatherhood, can 
reach and fashion ; and therefore it is that in fami- 
lies men's characters are formed, but in states only 
their actions are governed. But the one Church, 
wliich is an expanded family under the father- 
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bood erf* GocL can do both. It forms by an out- 
vard or politkal coerrioo the exterior course of 
obedience^ and it shapes by a lighter and unerring 
hand the full lineaments of Christ's image. Its 
correction reaches the unwritten moralities : it 
enters into the inner heart of man : it forbids un- 
for^vine thou^t^ : it commands a man to render 
good for evil, blessing for cursing ; it obliges bim 
to love Crod and man« and it rebnkes him if he 
disobey. It works as the presiding wisdom of a 
father, and broods with the creatire energnr of the 
Divine presence over the moral world as it rises 
again towards the image of God. 

To sum up this Chapter : it may be said that the 
objective Unity of the Church is a means of re- 
storing man to the image of God, by expressing 
and transmitting the knowledge of that image in 
the manhood of Christ : by impressing it upon man 
through the one gift of regeneration, and the 
one oi^nic discipline : by uniting all nations in 
one body, and bringing them under one rule and 
power: by correcting the exorbitances of human 
actions, and reducing the moral natui'e of man to 
unity with itself: in which unity of the rational 
and moral will consists the image of God in man. 
The Unity of the Church, therefore, may be called 
the Sacrament of the Divine image, being a means 
ordained of God, through Christ, for restoring it to 
the moral l)eing of mankind. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

THE UNITY OF THE CHUnCH A PROBATION OF THE 
FAITH AND WILL OF MAN. 



Thb next point to be shown is, how the Unity of 
tiie Church is a means in the moral probation of 
man. 

It is evident, as I have said before, that the work 
of our redemption in ns is a transcendent mystery, 
of whicli the will of man is the centre. Wo must 
believe that the fall botli of angels and of men ia 
the alienation of the will from God ; and that our 
redemption is the reclaiming of it from the bondage 
of evil. It follows, therefore, upon this, that the 
whole scheme of our redemption should be so framed 
as to address itself directly to the principle of voli- 
tion. By baptism the will is not extinguished, but 
regenerated; by our after-discipline it is not over- 
borne, but strengthened to [wrfection. The argu- 
ment of the last Chapter may Ije here taken as the 
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baaiB of the present, and we may rest upon it, 
while we confine ourselves to tracing out one of its 
features, which is a trait bo leading and prominent 
as to be almost specifically distinct. 

In the first place, then, we may observe that the 
Unity of the Church is a probation of the faith of 
man — as an object proposed to his belief. That 
God should interpose to save man at all is of course 
a probation of faith : that He should undertake to 
save man in this or tiiat particular way, or in this 
and in no other way, e. g. through the one sacrifice of 
His Son, is a further probation of our faith. Unbe- 
lievers, both heathen and apostate, have cavilled at 
the way of our redemption through Christ : at the 
unobviousness of its intrinsic efficacy : at the seem- 
ing inconsecutiveness of the ideas of His death and 
of our forgiveness : at the narrowness and exclusive- 
ness, if 1 may so si>eak, of the scheme which shuts 
out every other form of propitiation and acceptable 
obedience. It is plain, therefore, that not only is 
the fact of our redemption, but the unity of the way 
of our redemption, a probation of the faith of man. 
Now our present argument is ulterior and parallel 
to this: as it has pleased (iod to ordain one sacri- 
fice as the meritoriuuH cauF<e of our redemption, so 
He has ordained one Church as the channel of its 
communication to mankind. It is a probation of 
man's faith, tlierefore, to believe that to this one 
Church alone, and to uo other community, sect, or 
body, is tlie virtue of tlie Divine Sacrifice, and the 
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authoritv of God to apply it to the spirits of men, 
intmsted. 

As for instance : the heathen of old had in every 
several nation their mode of propitiation, and their 
philosophy of life. But in the midst of them alt 
was the Jewish people as a consecrated shrine, in 
which alone dwelt the presence of God. To this, 
such as Iiad faith were proselyted : God having 
made provision, not for the recognition of other 
systems, but for the absorption of them into one. 
In like manner, at the promulgation of the Gospel, 
the same line of unity was carried on. Salvation 
was not declared to be in other modes of propiti- 
ation, but all nations were called to partake of the 
one Church, in which was enshrined the one altar, 
and the one only Sacrifice. The Church, therefore, 
presented itself to the nations as a great visible 
phenomenon, as one vast overspreading shadow 
cast from the one invisible mercy-aeat. in the shelter 
of which alone there was salvation for mankind. 
It came to them as a whole, as a sacrament of 
hidden grace, as a sole messenger of glad tidings. 
Their probation was to receive it. or reject it as a 
whole; and they were either saved or not saved 
accordingly. " If our Gospel be hid, it is hid to 
them that are lost." " We are unto God a sweet 
savour in Christ, both in them that are saved and 
in them that perish," They were either baptized 
or not; they either washed away their sins or not; 
they were either regenerated or not; fhey were either 
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ssTcd in the one Chvrcii or not: tber had no 
other to mm to : no sacred mr^terr, no philosophic 
•diool : there was obIt one ^ name onder hearen 
given among men wfaeieby tfaer might be saved ;** 
and the power of that name wa^ enshrined in the 
one Chnich. at the advent of which aU other leli- 
giotts everywhere fell proetnte, and all other frfiilo- 
aophies were abo&hed. 

It wK the Unitv of the Chnich that demanded 
this unity and anglenese of choice, and thus 
cammed np their probation into one decision of the 
wilL They could not accept one part and reject 
another; they could not take the doctrine and 
lefiise the dicipline of the Church : it was as the 
v<NGe and the form of one heavenly being« like the 
angel visitors of old. Every attempt to cuU out, 
and to accommodate any portion or feature of the 
evangelical phenomenon, produced a hertesy or a 
schism ; and the Church disowned both as spurious 
<^sets, as mere mocking phantoms personating the 
one only Church of God. Along the whole stream 
of her history the Church moved on in solitude, 
accepting nothing but an absolute submission, and 
an universal homage irom all the powers of man to 
all llie mysteries of God. Not only the Gnostic, 
Ebionite, and Arian heresies which violated the 
unity of truth, but the Novatian and Donatist 
schisms which swerved from the unity of form, alike 
cut off the originators and maintainers of their error 
from the one body of Christ Their attempt was to 
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retouch the perfect and unchangeable ordinance of 
God. In 80 doing they fell from it altogether. 
The same also was the probation of Constantiae. 
Men sometimes speak as if he had made choice 
of the Church Catholic from a throng of other 
Christian bodies, ami advanced it to a special pre- 
cedence. But he knew no choice save only Chris- 
tianity in tlie Church or Paganism without it. To 
the Church, as God's only representative and vice- 
gerent upon earth, he yielded up himself and his 
imperial power. 

In truth it is an easier tiling to believe that God 
will save man in a multitude of ways than that 
He has ordained but one. There is an innate 
readiness in mankind to believe that they shall 
stand well with God in all ways; and an equal 
unwillingness to believe that it shall go hard witli 
them in any. Therefore it is that the limitation 
implied in propounding one Divine ordinance as 
the way of salvation crosses every other predisjiosi- 
tion of man's natural heart. It seems to him un- 
reasonable and arbitrary. He sees much that bears 
the semblance of truth and goodness in other 
systems, and he compares and measures, aud con- 
cludes the difference to be not in kind but in 
degree. And yet men who so reason believe in the 
Divine institution of the Holy Sacraments. They 
can believe that baptism alone confers a title to 
Christianity, and yet cannot believe that the Church 
alone contains an authority to baptize. The man 
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that believes in one baptism for the remission of 
rin, but not ia one Church for the salvatioD of 
mankind, is plainly inconsistent in his reasoning. 
One baptism is a condition as arbitrary and exclu- 
sive as one Church. It would be bard for them to 
say why the rejection of baptism when offered to 
them involves a greater failure in the moral pro- 
bation than a rejection of the Church. Nay, it 
would be easier to prove against them, by reason- 
ing a priori from what seems fit, and likely too, 
that God has constituted on earth one and one only 
authoritative witness of Himself, than that he has 
tied remission of sins to one, and that not so much a 
moral as a merely positive ordinance. And so indeed 
it will be found at last, that the objection, although 
made apparently against this or that particular way 
in which it is alleged that God has ordained the 
salvation of the world, is made in fact against the 
idea of God's ordaining any positive way at all. 
In the fiill career of objection men are hardly 
aware of the mural habit which impels them. The 
idea that the authority of God is hy revelation 
lodged anywhere at all among men is a greater 
di^culty to man's heart, than that it is lodged in 
this or in that, or in any one only body. The first ia 
u question of the fact, the latter is only an after- 
adjustment of the mode or degree of the expansion 
or contraction of the area of the mystery which is 
admitted to exist. Here is the real struggle. It is 
the unconscious pantheism of our nature striving 
to re-assert its ascendancy within the precincts of 
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Christianity, and urging men to believe that the 
will and presence of God, if expressed anywhere, 
is expressed everywhere: that the authority of 
God, if intrusted to one particular body, is in- 
trusted equally to all. But this is in feet to get 
rid of the whole idea : for by such an intellectual 
process other Christian communities are not raised 
to the direct sanctions of the Catholic Church; but 
her positive and direct institution is denied or ex- 
plained away to reduce her also to the permissive, 
unauthoritative character of the rest. It exacts too 
much of the lurking incredulity of man to believe 
that the Pastors of the Church are directly com- 
missioned from heaven : that their office is " not of 
men, neither by man, but by Jesus Christ, and God 
the Father, who raised him from the dead." ' This 
brings too near the contact between heaven and 
earth. Men see around them others, it may be, more 
learned, more devoted, more self-denying, more un- 
wearied in good works, more effectual in persuasion, 
and they cannot believe these to be without commis- 
sion and the others to possess the authority of God. 
And thus the doctrine of the Apostolical Succession, 
which is the Unity of the Church under its primary 
aspect, is after all a probation of faith. The very 
idea of a lineage transmitting the authority which 
God gave to His Son Jesus Christ is an object and 
article of belief requiring not more conviction of 
reason than docility of heart. Where one man 



jt'f^syt h m -dit di'-naxe iif 'ait nmid. jnoEriiig by eri- 
d*sif9b. luuxihuQ^ r»f\*ffn i: a: lifti: insaEvnuii of liif* 

find xui^ iudufirHirr auc ihuk ir fahi. rmniTrig xhruiisli 
tLKsir vi*^f uf til*: irLnit v:iri a: T»;dflmpiiofii. A&. 
liur iitsuoio^ tiiere ere ilstt ^bo ahoeredier di&- 
UsB*n'*: tilt jK.nr*^' «f aliBCiiLiiiai. Tlier mask thear 
iuc7»5CxJitv uiid*T & >«Li:»u-?T fiff Gc»d. a^ liiev wbo 

Ci*>d i^juiv r* Burt ctti Tiii* SLxJcoii ttiere is i»o cod- 
tivi er^v- Tilt oiiJT que?ticci i*w viieLber or do God 
liiai^ iiitruiSUad Vi any ufon eani iLr pc*wtff to for- 
ipv*: ^:jjt. And tlii* rerorris inxo the AjiC«^4kal 
S<ioee«?^ioD. iind tLai into iLe Unitv of the ChnixJu 
vlikr}^, afurr aJL lit^ at tbe bouom of their probatioD. 
So a^rj theri; are others who believe that there 
exif^ iu tii4r Church a power of ab?<»Iutio!i« and yet 
cannot define what it i?. They caniK»t l«eiieTe it to 
U; aiithoritative, like the abs'^lution of the Apostles: 
nor vet unauthoritative, like the declarations of lav- 
men. They are perplexed and sometimes irritated : 
tliey ctiafe against the pretension, and yet cannot 
deny it altr>^ether; as beinff in a strait between 
ui»urpin{r u|K>n the prerogative of God and dimi- 
nishing the authoritv of the Church. Now in this 
caij<i aiKi the question returns into the idea of one 
divinely-onimissionf^ body speaking in the name 
of iuiA, I'he probation is to l>elieve that there is 

• St. Murk h. 7. 
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such a body on eaith, and tliat it alone has the ple- 
nary authority of Him who said, " As my Father 
hath sent me, even so send I you." ' 

We stiall the more evidently see how this, after all, 
is no more thao a simple probation of faith, if we 
consider how much apparent Christianity there is 
in the world without any faith at all. To become a 
Christian in the beginning of the Gospel was a con- 
scious act of the individual choice and will. And so 
it is still in the conversion of adults. But as these 
are the rare and outlying exceptions, the whole 
body of Christendom is by an act of God made 
Christian without any conscious act of choice. 
Generation after generation grows up among the 
objects of faitli, and as tlie energy of the reason and 
the heart unfold, every several reality of faith, unless 
slighted, becomes a direct probation of the will. 
The Unity of the Church is an article of the Bap- 
tismal Creed, and an object of faith as truly and 
fully as the article of the Incarnation, or Resurrection 
of Christ. These articles are by perfect Christians 
conscioualy accepted one by one, until the whole is 
incorporated in the moral nature. Oftentimes they 
are held implicitly ; sometimes they are in part 
secretly rejected : sometimes they may be reduced to 
the smallest remainder which will consist with a con- 
tinued profession of Christianity : sometimes they 
are so faintly held as rather to be not denied than 
Iwlieved. And yc* we shall find all these several 
■ St, JohiiJLX. 21. 
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classes of persons living, more or less, a seeroingly J 
Christian life. They fulfil the obligations of per-| 
sonal and economical morality : they observe the f 
rights of political justice : they are blameless sods, 
fathers, citizens : they mix in the communion of the I 
Church and partake of her ministrations, but their 1 
outward life is rather a coincidence with her morat [ 
scheme, than a consequence of her spiritual gi-ace. 
Now such men, looking around thera, and seeing 
in other communities all they are conscious of ia 
themselves, having no aspiration, no sympathy, no 
weakness which might not be satisfied as well with- 
out as within the Church, cannot but regard the 
Ciiurch as only one of many like communities, per- 
haps the oldest, it may be tlie best, the most con- 
formable to society as a whole, and the most helpful 
to the offices of civil government, and yet, after all, 
only one of a number all equally wanting in direct 
authority from God. The Unity of the Church 
is the matter of their probation. They neither 
believe it as a mystery, nor yearn after it as the 
stay of their soul. It is the same habit which 
makes other men deliberately reject or indolently 
slight the Sacraments of Christ : they neither believe 
in their mysterious power, nor feel their own need 
of the proffered grace. The Unity of the Church 
may be viewed as the one all-comprehending Sacra- 
ment of the Person of Christ, from the side of which 
Holy Baptism and the Holy Eucharist flow forth as 
the water and the blood. All these doctrines then 
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are objects of faith ; and by propounciing them to the 
world, the faith of man is pnt on trial before God. 

We may uow go on to another topic. The Unity 
of the Chnrch is a continuous probation of the 
moral habit of man as a discipline of the will. We 
have already trenched upon a portion of this subject 
in showing how the Unity of the Church acts as a 
plastic discipline in the restoration of man to the 
Divine image. We shall now examine the ethical 
process of that discipline. By the objective Uaity 
of the Church, which is the direct institution of 
God, He has gathered into one body a large por- 
tion of mankind. He has so disposed that one 
body into an organic and articulated system, as to 
develop a perfect internal order of supremacy, sub- 
jection, and mutual relation of parts. The proximate 
final aim of this objective unity is, as I have said, 
the subjective or moral Unity of the Church : they 
are as cause and consequence, or rather as means 
and end. 

The simplest form of this principle is the in- 
ternal unity of a single flock under its pastor. In 
every such body there is an ag-gregation of indivi- 
dual wills, of which each severally contains a dis- 
turbing force, tending perpetually to a disruption 
of unity. Of this St, Augustine speaks in ex- 
pounding the mystical import of the miraculous 
draught of fishes. " The two ships," he says, " did 
not sink, but were in danger of sinking. Why 
Because of the multitude of fishes. 
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By this is signified that by the multitude which thai 
Church should afterwards gather together disci** 
pline should be eudaugercd ; and this is added in 4 
ihe account of the draught of fishes, that the neta 
were broken by the multitude of fishes. What 
do tlie broken nets signify but the schisms which 
should come? There are therefore three thiaga^ 
signified in this draught of fishes — the mixture OH 
good and evil men, the [iressure of multitudes, and 
the separation of lieretics."' "Let us see if then 
be not gathered in the Church such a multitude, 
that the grain scarcely appears in so great a maata 
of chaff. How many robbers, how many drunk*: 
ards, how many cursers, how many frequenters of 
theatres! Do not the very same men fill the 
churches who fill also the theatres ? and for the 
most part seek by seditions in the Church the veryi 
same things they are wont to seek in the theatres?^ 
and if anything of a spiritual kind be spoken or 
enjoined they resist, and contend against it, follow- 
ing after the fiesh and fighting against the Holy 

Ghost Then it follows that the nets were 

broken. The nets being broken, heresies and 
schisms are made. Tiie nets enclosed all; but the 
fish, impatient and unwilling to come to the food 
of the Lord, wheresoever they can, free themselves 
and break and go out. And these nets were spread 
abroad everywhere; but they who break them break 
them in parts. The Donatists broke tliem in Africa, 
' S. Aug. Serm. cdi. In dieb. Pasch. v. 1034, 
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the Arians broke ihera in Egypt, the Photinians 
broke them iq Pannonia,theCataphryge3 broke them 
in Phrygia, the Manicheeans broke them in Persia. 
In how many places was the net broken and yet those 
whom it enclosed it drew to shore. It drew tliem 
to shore, indeed ; but did it bring them that broke 
tile nets? All the bad went forth. Only the bad 
went forth, though there yet remained both good 
and bad." ' In this we have a vivid expression of 
the moral probation of men through the objective 
unity of discipline. It is the fine and fragile bond 
which gatliers them in one, strong enough to hold 
the willing, and to check the faint struggles of au 
uncertain resistance, but yielding a ready outlet to 
the stubborn and the violent. This thread of unity 
by its very frailty is the finer and severer probation 
of the will. It is a " law of liberty" prompting the 
inner man at the suggestion of Christ's example. 
The evangelical axioms, " Whatsoever ye would that 
men should do to you, do ye even so to tbem," " Look 
" not every man on his own things, but every man also 
on the things of others," " Be subject one to another," 
" Obey them that have the rule over you, and sub- 
mit yourselves," " Whosoever will be great among 
you let him be your minister," — these and the like 
6r8t laws, enjoining subordination and brotherhood 
in Christ, prescribe to us the tempers which, as they 
conserve the Unity of the Church, so are they 
tested and ascertained by the unity of discipline. 
' S, Aug. Serm. cclii. 
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There h ako m the order of the Church a pro- 
batiOD of oor intelkctnal natare. for the ri^t con- 
duct of which we are responsible. The tend- 
ency of all men is to put subjectire opinion in 
the place of objeciiTe truth. This is directly en- 
countered bv the deliTerv of a dos^natic faith 
embodied in creeds and Catholic traditions; and 
the probation of the moral reason is brought to 
a point by the subjection of men as learners to 
an order of men who are divinelv commissioned 
to teach. Against this ordinance of Christ the 
whole throng of indocile, self-trusting, irreverent^ 
contemptuous dispositions of the heart rise in re- 
bellion. And so it was foreseen ; and for the mor- 
tification and rooting out of these tempers this very 
ordinance was designed ; and their revolt manifests 
His wisdom who ordained it as a test to detect and 
a curb to check them. The whole lineage of he- 
resies, and the whole history of schism, is but a 
continuous attestation that the pastoral office is the 
institution of Him who knew what was in man. 
The idea of humbly learning God's truth, and of 
passively receiving sacramental mysteries from the 
hands of a man like ourselves; of submitting to 
counsel, reproof, rebuke, correction, at the judg- 
ment of a fellow-sinner, is a test and probation 
of our moral habit, which by its searching and 
salutary virtue attests itself to be of God. In 
this way, then, the objective Unity of the Church 
tries man in the two points of moral duty least 
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akiu to his fallen nature — forbearance and submis- 
sion. 

Tlie same remarks, it is plain, will apply in like 
manner to the fellowship of pastors under their sape- 
riora in every subdivision of the Catholic Church, 
until we reach the college of Catholic bishops, by 
whom the whole is governed. The absolute irre- 
sponsibility of every Catholic bishop, so long as he 
shall administer his Church within the rule of 
canonical order, and keep himself free from pravity 
of doctrine and viciousness of life, is an axiom as 
self-evident as the absolute equality of the Apostles. 
Within the limits above prescribed tliey owe an ac- 
count to God alone,' Now, as it is through their 
pastor that the members of every several flock are in 
unity with each other, so it is through the bishop that 
every several Church is in unity with the Church 
at large. The bishops, therefore, are likewise on a" 
probation of mutual forbearance and forgiveness 
one with another. It was to warn them especially 
against the love of precedence and lust of dominion 
that our Lord washed His Apostles' feet. He fore- 
saw how naturally they leaned towards the de- 
pression of others and the elevation of themselves; 
and how surely these motives would afterwards 
ripen into ambitious usurpation and antichristian 
aggression. Therefore in the apostolic college He 
instituted the seminal principle of Catholic unity, 
namely, a precedence among e<^uals, and by His 
' S. Cyp. Ep, xxii and Condi. Canhng p. 330. eii. Ben. 
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evunjJI^ Vkn^z xii^ icioni habct wfckb al^xie can 
k^^ it vboirr :ui^ fiz/irrAr^ Tlb^ matiial reiatioti^ 
tii#ir<^or*b, of Cachfoo? b£«hf:ip$ in the uniTeisal 
Chnrrh h th^ seuiwr test crf brocfa^iriT eqnaihr ; and 
ther. trx>, faaTe a mat?tier in fa€aTen lo whom thev 
nwKt render aecrxmt of all their trespaBgBe& against 
Hb ordinance and His exam;^. 

And in this vaT it i« that Chii«t veisrhs the 
sptritft of all His ^errants. The balanced order in 
which He has disposed them is so delicate and nice 
that it will indicate the lightest swaying of the will. 
They are so poised between the harmonised powers 
of a manifold influence that self cannot stir without 
detection. And this wonderful scheme is a divine 
work. The contriTances of man are cumbrous, 
irregular, and self-defeating. None could derise 
It but He only ** who doth bind the sweet influences 

m 

of the PIf-iades, and loose the bands of Orion." 
The faults and defects of human systems betray 
themselves by bringing on their own dissolution ; 
e, ff, the secessions from voluntary and defectible 
societies r;nd in absolute extinction : but in the 
one inrli^fectible Church thev work out the mind 
of (i<Hl: while they seem to defeat, they do but 
fulfil His pur[x>se. "There must be also heresies 
among you, that they which are approved (ol 
ioKtfioif the tested, or tried) may be made mani- 
fest/'' "They went out from us, but they were 
not of us ; for if they had been of us, they would 

' 1 Cor. xi. 19. 
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no doubt have continued with us; but they went 
out, that they might be made manifest that they 
were not all of us.'" They that separate from the 
Unity of the Church condemn themselves; tliey 
lay open their own moral disease before men and 
angels; they prove in deed what they deny in 
word, that their moral habit has an antipathy to 
equality and to submission; that their will is not 
at unity with God. By this principle we may 
solve all the phenomena of contention between 
Christian men and Christian Churches from the 
beginning of the Gospel, The objective Unity of 
the Cimrch, as the net, has enclosed them in a con- 
tinuous probation. It has done its work both when 
it has held them fast and when it has let them 
break through. Either way they were made mani- 
fest ; either way they were approved or reprobate. 
While men have disputed against unity it has 
proved them : it casts upon them a spell of self- 
detection : itself abiding inviolate, it sufl'ers them to 
depart convicted of themselves : for wliat is this pro- 
bation of man but the presence of Him " whose fan 
is in His hand," who even now in the midst unseen 
is thoroughly purging his floor, against that day 
when He shall " gather His wheat into the gamer," 
and "bum up tlie ciiaff with unquenchable fire." 

In the course of these remarks, then, we have seen 
that the objective unity of doctrine and discipline is 
a means ordained of God to work out tlie subjective 
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CnitT of tbe Chmrli. Xow firom this (Minciple will 
ibUowtwo coc^eqaenoes of the gratest moment ; and 
to these, therefore, we mii«t adreft. And, fiist, it is 
erident that the otsjertrre unity cannot be wholly 
ibrfieited without a forieitiiie of the sobjectiTe unity, 
and therein of all that is essential to the being of 
the Church. I say wholly, because there are fiiults 
and &ilures of a particular and limited kind which 
we must hereafter examine sererallv and with at- 

m 

tention. I speak now of the casting off of the doc- 
trine and discipline of the Church whether by an in- 
diriduaL or by a nation. It is [rfain that by so doing 
they (brfieit the presence of the Church alti^ether, 
just as much as they who reject the consecrated 
elements make forfeit of the Sacranhmts of Christ. 
What is it that distinguishes a Christian from a 
Heathen people, but the possession and transmission 
of that objectiTe system of truth and practice, or, 
in other words, of doctrine and discipline which 
was *• once delivered to the saints** ? By forfeiting 
them, howsoever much of linonerinsr truth and mo- 
rality they may retain, the nation becomes de- 
christianized, as Trypho. the Jew. by the rejection 
of the Mosaic, and the adoption of the philosophic 
system, denationalized and disinherited himself 
from the (amilv of Abraham. Such, too, is the con- 
dition of many countries in Africa and the East, from 
which the Church was swept away by the flood of 
the Arabian Antichrist. The reason of this is plain. 
The revelation of the Gospel is an ordinance of 
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God. It comes from above; is external to the 
mind and heart of man ; is propagated by a series 
of acts, such as ordination, succession, sacraments; 
is embodied in documents such as the Scriptures 
and rituals. The cessation of these mystical acts is 
a breach in the line, and a forfeiture of the hold 
which was before maintained on the original insti- 
tution of Christ. The Church as an external ordi- 
nance, although it is in many other respects unlike, 
may be compared to a lineal succession of a govern- 
ing power and an organic civil polity. When these 
are forfeited, there is an actual extinction of the 
first idea of a kingdom. The people yet remains, but 
without unity and without government. The nation 
yet subsists in its elements, but the individual na- 
tional life is gone. As a body or system it is pe- 
rished. This, in the words of our Lord, is the 
removing of the " candlestick out of his place." 

The next conclusion is this, that the subjective 
unity may be forfeited without a forfeiture of the 
objective unity. It is obvious that the forfeiture of 
the Sacraments involves a forfeiture of the grace of 
the Sacraments. But the converse is not true. The 
grace of the Sacraments is often baffled and re- 
pelled, while the Sacraments remain perfect. Simon 
Magus received Baptism, though he received not 
the grace of Baptism.' So in the body of the 



" Nihil profuit Simi 
I inviaibili* defuit." 



li Mago vjsibilii bnpiiBmuB cui sanctifi- 
S. Aug. Quseit. in Levit, Ixxiiv. torn. 
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Church at all times the grace of the Sacraments is 
perhaps baffled and forfeited by the majority of 
adult Christians, though the Sacraments are still in 
full power and authority testifSi'ing against theia. 
So again with the objective L'nity of the Church, 
which is the means, and may be called the sacrament, 
of subjective or moral unity ; the sins and divisioDS 
of men may render ineffectual all its grace and 
discipline. This we see continually and in almost 
every flock : there are everywhere members who by 
scbismatical tempers are perpetually forfeiting the 
grace of moral unity, while none of them commit 
acts which involve excommunication ; and as with 
the individual members of a particular Church, so 
is it with the collective members of the Church uni- 
versal. The peace and amity between churcbe»d 
has been oftentimes brokeu, sometimes bv the sii 
and sometimes by the misunderstandings of pastoi 
and bishops. A total suspension of communion h: 
sometimes lasted for many years, without either sii 
incurring the sin of formal heresy or schism, which' 
alone separate a Church from the body of Christ. 
And what has lasted long may last always, without 
the cutting off of either from the objective Unity 
the Church. Although the channels of communit 
on earth are cut asunder, yet the lines of ascent 
descent from earth to heaven, by which the coi 
munion of sacrifice and grace is interchanged 
tween the (aithful and their unseen Head, are o| 
and sure. 
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And this will be the more evident if we consider 
that, while external unity ia of the nature of an 
ordinance, internal unity is of the nature of duty. 
It is tile matter of probation even as chastity, meek- 
ness, personal consistency, and the like. It admits, 
therefore, of degrees ; it may be more or less per- 
fect: or, again, it is as the health of the body com- 
pared with its oi^nic structure : or, again, as the 
internal peace of a family compared with its he- 
reditary lineage, its ))rImogeniture, paternal au- 
tliority, and the like. Now God has secured none 
of these things absolutely. They are the subject- 
matter of trial and contingent possession ; and, 
tlierefore, the analogy of His works forbids us to 
look for subjective unity as an inseparable condition 
of the Church. And what the analogy of God's 
works would lead us to expect, the testimony of 
God's word confirms to us. Scripture contains 
neither pledge nor promise that the moral Unity of 
the Church shall not be broken. Nay, the divisions 
in the Corinthian Church prove the reverse. Unity 
is a duty: it is the subject of admonition, exhorta- 
tion, and prayer. It was the subject of the prayer of 
our blessed Lord, which is not, therefore, frustrated 
and refused because His Church has from time to 
time forfeited His inward peace. His prayers on 
earth and His intercession in heaven are both in 
harmony with the laws of man's moml probation. 
Our Lord prayed tliat His disciples might be one, 
yet Paul and Barnabas parted asunder in conten- 
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proni::»e* or G*>i, wbioL, leir^ bcilr os. a hiil, can- 
T^jt hie riid." ' Tcer^et'i-re Sc Augu^n urst< on all 
Z'»d ETirn the datv ot* fcearinc: with the mixture and 
fellowship of tLrr wickai, and the gnil; of ieperatin^ 
froTTi the Church on i?ie pl*a of withdrawing from 
^\\ rn^Ti.* It := certain that, as the mastery of 
Ai^ehfi^ hrzn^ on d-eath, and the dominion of sinful 
habits end* in apo^tacy, so the absolute prevalence 
of ifjr>:mal divi*ion must terminate in a forfeiture 
#rverj of tiu: objective Unity of the Church. It is by 
moral decline that the churches of Christ first fit 
ihf^TiHrU'tifi for excision from the one body: in the 

' -S Aiif- c^jmtra Ep. Ptrmcn. lib. iii. 5. • lb. 
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end they may be left without the very being or 
rudiments of the Church. 

Now, from all that has been said, it follows as a 
sort of corollary that in the objective Unity of the 
Church, and in no other way, is salvation offered to 
mankind. But as this is a subject of great extent 
and difl&culty, it must be reserved for a separate 
chapter, which, in the order of this argument, will 
find its natural place at the beginning of the third 
part. 
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CONCLUSION. 

From what has been said in the last three chapters 
we may deduce some general conclusions, and thus 
bring this portion of the subject to an end. My en- 
deavour has been to show what moral purposes the 
Church of God, and especially that particular cha- 
racter of it with which we are chiefly concerned, 
was designed to effect. Although it is unsafe to 
assume this or that particular result to be the end 
of the Divine conduct, yet the great axiom, that 
infinite Wisdom never acts without a purpose, is so 
much the more commandingly self-evident in the 
scheme of man's redemption, that we cannot do 
amiss in seeking from God Himself a knowledge of 
His final purposes; and this we have done by taking 
Holy Scripture as our guide in the inquiry. It has 
been made evident, I trust, that in the whole insti- 
tution and character of the Church. God has a 
complex moral end in view ; that the probation of 
man, the recovery of the Divine image in his moral 
being, the restoration of the true knowledge of the 
one God to the world, and, through this concatena- 
tion of means, the glory of His holy Name, is the 
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aim and intention of the Divine Author and Ruler 
of the Church. I have endeavoured further to show 
how this aim and intention is subserved and accom- 
plished by the character of unity in particular. 

I have the more strongly insisted upon this point 
because there is a direct tendency in the human 
mind to assume, almost unconsciously, that we suf- 
ficiently understand the whole scope and bearing of 
God's dealings as to be able to estimate the com- 
parative importance of the several parts, and tlieir 
obligation upon our consciences in the shape of 
duty. Hardly anytliing is more common than to 
bear men arguing that this or that portion of the 
Divine economy might have been otherwise, that it 
is an accident or non-essential, that it is separable 
from the moral idea of redemption, that it is the ex- 
ternal form, the mere sliell of the system. The effect 
of such language is to lead other minds, and, insen- 
sibly, our own, first to undervalue, next altogether 
to fail of seeing, the true design of God in the parti- 
cular features of His dispensation : then to assume 
that what seems to us without a moral purpose is 
mutable; that it might be changed, under certain 
conditions; that it may be dispensed with, under the 
actual present conditions in which we find ourselves 
or others to be; and, lastly, tliat what may be formally 
dispensed with, may be, under a plea of necessity, 
informally broken through. Now the first fault in 
this accumulating error is the assumption that we 
so far know tlie mind of God as to distinguish be- 
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tween what is necessary and what is accidental, 
what is moral and what is positive, what is subject 
to our control, and to wiiat, by a Divine ordinance, 
we ourselves are subjected. I will give one preg- 
nant instance, among many. The visible polity of 
the Church is called an external form : it is assumed 
to be an accident to our participation in Christ, and 
to our renewal in His likeness. It is said, indeed, that 
it may not be lightly changed, nor without urgent 
cause and necessity ; but these are mere words. 
They only break the fall of the sound, for in reason , 
they mean nothing more than that the positive in- 
stitutions of God are subjected to the will of man, 
so that if he see necessity (of wliich necessity he is 
also to be the judge) he may change or reverse 
them. It is, in fact, the argument of those who re- 
ject the material Sacraments; and, in their mouths 
alone, it is consistent, and has, whether good or 
bad, a principle of its own. In others, who hold to 
the institution and absolute obligation of the Holy 
Sacraments on all to whom the duty is sufficiently 
propounded, the ai^iment is a mere confusion and 
inconsistency, as I shall endeavour to show by the 
following reasons : — 

In the first place, the polity of the Church, in- 
cluding the Apostolical succession as its primary 
condition, and what is vulgarly called Episcopacy 
as its aspect or countenance, has been shown to be 
an organic part of the great phenomenon of ob- 
jective unity, through which the Holy Spirit works 
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out, in the moral nature of man, the purpose of the 
Divine mind. It ia to the presence of Christ what 
the structure of the body is to the living soul. It is 
90 united to Christ, and filled with His quickening 
spirit, as to partake not more of the character of a 
moral discipline, imposed upon us as a test of our 
obedience, than of the individuality of a moral being 
to whose living energies a material form, though 
accidental. It may be, in the counsel of his Maker, is 
necessary to its condition as a creature after it is 
made. It is therefore the necessary moral means to a 
given end. They that speak so hghtly of it assume 
that this end is accomplished in some other way, of 
which no account can be given that will not equally 
overthrow the doctrine of the Holy Sacraments as 
means of grace. Assuming that this end is in other 
ways accomplished, the organic polity of the Church 
is treated as a development, a bodying forth, an 
accidental clothing of the mind and principle of 
Christianity. And here, in fact, is the question : — 
Is the Church a means to an end, or is it a sepa- 
rable consequence of that end which may be other- 
wise effected ? Are we, by means of the Church, 
made partakers of Christ ; or, being otherwise made 
partakers of Christ, are we, as it may happen, made 
partakers of the Church? Or again, are we, by 
means of Baptism, made partakers of Christ; or, 
being otherwise made partakers of Christ, are we, 
as it may be or not, made partakers of Baptism ? 
Baptism is either a means to make us partakers of 




fBediaDmaU." AndapafticipttiiMimtlieSaas- 
amt^toloftpcak.of tbeChatdi is u gmoBOy Beeo- 
MEOy tOMhration as a partidpatiofi in the Sacrameot 
of B^um. Both are eqaally binding in tbeir obb- 
gatif/n, equally mora] in th«:tr character, and eqoallj 
myfitical to their encrgr and effect. 

It is scarcely neoessar^' to obserre, in the next 
place, that the polity of the Church is subject to 
no control or judgment of man ; and is absolutely 
immutable, except by the anthority of God alone. 

It would he hardly p<]esible tliat anv one, with 
the whole typical analog of the Elder Church in 
Holy Scripture liefore his eyes, should have ven- 
tured on the thought of its mutablenese, if be were 
not Hret to assume that the oi^nic polity uf the i 
Church ia not a means to any moral and mj'stical J 
end ; or to imagine that he can discover the fulfil- | 
ment uf all the Divine mind in the moral conditicm 
of thoHe Chritttian communities which have made 
forfeit of thei r inheritance in the one visible Church. 
1 Huy he could not venture to assert tliat an ap- 
pointed means to a transcendent end, and that too of 
a moral and myBtical kind, could be mutable to man, 
who is himself to be the subject of its operations. 

' Si'i- llii! Cutucliidii and ihe Bu|KJsinal Office of the Chunh at | 
EiigUnd. 
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This would be a faucy of the imaginatioo like his of 
whom the prophet says, " He maketh a god, and 
worshippeth it : he maketh it a graven image, and 
falleth down thereto."' Surely their intellectual 
error is no less gross who change the polity of the 
body of Christ, and set up a system devised by the 
wit and moulded by the will of man, and call it a 
Church. It would be a mere will-worship to sub- 
mit to it. And further, it is to be remembered that 
this error is not a calm theory, drawn out by 
a priori likelihood, or propounded as a probable 
speculation by unbiassed minds; but it is a scheme 
wrung out, by an after-effort, from the difficulties 
in which men entangle themselves, and is the self- 
justifying retrospect of minds already pledged to 
make a case. But into this we cannot enter now : 
it is mentioned only to lay bare the weakness and 
unsoundness of the scheme. 

It only remains to affirm, on the strength of all 
that has been said, that the One Holy Catholic 
Church is an institution divine in its original, and 
sacrameutal in its character: that is, moral, mys- 
tical, immutable, and necessary to the salvation of 
all to whom it is sufficiently propounded. 

And with this conclusion we may leave the 
second part of the subject. 

■ Isaiah xliv. 14, 15. 
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CHAPTER I. 

THE UNITY OF THE CHURCH THE ONLY REVEALED WAY 

OF SALVATION. 

In the first Part of this work I endeavoured to 
show the nature of the Unity of the Church con- 
sidered as a matter of fact : in the second, I at- 
tempted to ascertain its idea and moral design : in 
this third and last Part, I shall go on to examine 
what may be called the faults or anomalies in the 
actual state of the Church as compared with the 
doctrine of unity here laid down. 

But I would not be thought to do so for the 
purpose of adding fresh proof to what has been be- 
fore established. The doctrine stands upon its own 
positive evidence. By this it must stand or fall. 
It is equally irregular either to afl&rm or to object 
on apparent a posteriori arguments. The proof of 
the principle lies in the first Part : its moral import 
in the second ; and my intention is to apply it in 
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tbe last, OQ which we are now entering. The ap- 
plication of tbe principle, howerer, Is of do small 
momeot, for it will be found that almost all popular 
objections to the Catholic doctrine of unity are 
drawn from the supposed difficulties which result 
on applying the rule to the existing state of Chris- 
tendom. It is thought to disinherit of their portion 
in the One Church many large bodies of Christian 
people ; to invest with this Inestimable birthright a 
larger body who are deemed to have fainter traces 
of the ancestral character ; and to render doubl 
the legitimacy of our own Catholic and Aposi 
branch of the one true Church. 

Into all these several topics we shall enter in due 
order ; and that we mav do so with the fullest 
apprehension of the principle before us, I will take 
up a point which was dropped at the end of the 
last, and reserved for the present Part. 

We there saw that in the objective Unity of the 
Church, and in no other way, is salvation offered 
to mankind;' or, in other words, that the One Holy 
Catholic Church is an institution divine in its 
original, and sacramental in its character — that is, 
moral, mystical, and immutable, and necessary to 
the salvation of all to whom it is sufficiently pro- 
pounded. 

In bringing this principle to bear on the actual 
state of the world, we are met by two remarkable 
phenomena: the one, that to two-thirds of all man- 
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kind this revealed way of salvation bas never been 
proposed at all; the other, that of the remaining 
third, a large body, perhaps nearly one-sixth of the 
whole, do not belong to the visible Unity of the 
Church. If, then, the one only Church be the one 
only way of salvation, what must we believe of their 
condition before God ? This question has so many 
aspects and so many shades of difference, that no 
one general answer can be given. We must, there- 
fore, carefully distinguish the several forms of the 
question, and reply to each in order. 

And, first, of the great majority of mankind to 
whom this way of salvation has never been pro- 
posed at all. It is plain that we need not dwell 
long on this part of the subject. This mystery in 
the dealings of God is a stumbling-block to the 
Deist and the Infidel, but to no Catholic Christian. 
To him. Indeed, it is an Inscrutable secret at vari- 
ance with his own anticipations. But Holy Scrip- 
ture throws lights enough, if it be only athwart the 
difficulty, to Indicate the solution. In the ages 
before Christ's coming, it is evident that God had 
true servants known to Himself scattered abroad 
throughout the world. Such was the condition of 
men In the patriarchal times down to the call of 
Abraham. And after this peculiar investiture of 
one family, God did not withdraw himself fi-om 
men of other nations. The history of Job and of 
his friends is a sufficient proof of this. The vision 
of warning to Abimelech ; the dreams of Pharoah 
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and Nebuchadnezzar, and the historv of Bakuun. 
are all evidenoes that God held oommnnication with 
those to whom He intrusted no formal leTelatioii 
and no positive institutions.' So again we find the 
providential government of God extended over the 
kingdoms of the heathen. The prophet Jeremiah 
denounces God*s punishment i^ainst all nations 
that would not serve the king of Babylon.* St. 
Paul also asserts that the Gentiles were *' a law unto 
themselves ;** and that they should be judged ac- 
cordingly. The difierence between them and the 
chosen people of God seems to be this. To the 
Jews was intrusted the office of transmitting and 
testifying the promise of a Saviour ; and to them 
was given the pledge that He should be bom of 
their lineage after the flesh. And this St. Paul de- 
clares when he answers his own question : " What 
advantage, then, hath the Jew, or what profit is 
there of circumcision ? Much ever\^ wav. Chiefly 
because that unto them were committed the oracles 
of God." * They were to the nations what the tribe 
of Levi was to Israel, the bearers and keepers of 
the Lord's tabernacle. In like manner, at the first 
preaching of the Gospel, St. Paul found among the 
Gentiles at Antioch many that were " disposed to 
eternal life."* And in the city of Corinth the Lord 
had much people.* All these things strongly sup- 

' See Newman's History of the Arians, 87—01. 

■ Jerem. xxvii. 8. * Rom. iii. 1, 2. 

* Acts xiii. 48. rcrayfiivo*. * Acts xviii. 10. 
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port the assertion of Ciemeut ot" Alexandria already 
quoted, that God had given many dispensations, one 
to the Greeks, one to the Jews, and the last to 
Christians. Now although, by the promulgation 
of the Gospel, and the universal commission to 
evangelize all nations, the condition of the Heathen 
is changed, yet certainly it is not changed for the 
worse. Because God has intrusted to His Church 
some better thing for them, He has not therefore 
withdrawn anything they before enjoyed. We may 
assume then, at least, that they are as before; and 
that they, whom the One Church has never ga- 
thered into her precinct, may yet be drawn by the 
One Great Spirit, and saved by the unseen virtue 
of the One Great SacriBce, There is nothing in 
Holy Scripture warranting us to believe that the 
benefit of the atonement, offered for the sin of the 
world, is necessarily restricted to those who liave 
explicit oft'era of salvation. It is revealed, indeed, 
that there is no other meritorious cause of salva- 
tion than the blood-sliedding of Christ alone; but 
we are not told that the relation towards God 
even of those that never come to a knowledge of 
redemption may not be altogether chauged. But 
although we may have this hope, the Church is no 
less bound to go forth anrt preach to them the 
one faith, and the only salvation in the one Church 
of Christ, than if God had openly revealed what 
He has absolutely kept secret from us — I mean, the 
rule of His dealings with them. We may hope that 
v2 
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they may be saved ; but we do not know the manner 
or the conditions of their salvation. M'e know one 
only way ; and that tbey have not. We know tliat 
there is "none other name under heaven given 
among men whereby we must be saved:" that 
" there is one God, and one Mediator between God 
and man, the man Christ Jesus:" that the ministry 
of reconciliation was committed to the one Church ; 
to which " the Lord added daily such as should be 
saved." But beyond this nothing is revealed. 

We may now pass on to those with whom we 
are chiefly concerned, namely, such as have had 
the One Church sufficiently proposed to them. And 
of these there are two classes : the one, of those who 
at once and for ever reject the salvation offered to 
them ; the other, of those who for a time receive i^. 
i. e., they who are never at all in the One Churcl 
and they who, having been members of it, afterwards 
depart from its unity. Now St. John the Baptist 
has declared : — " He that believeth on the Sou hath 
everlasting life; and he that believeth not the Son 
shall not see fife, but the wrath of God abideth on 
him." ' And St. John the Evangelist : — " He that 
hath the Son hath life, and he that hath not the 
Son of God hath not life." * And our Blessod Lord 
Himself: — " He that believeth and is baptized shal 
be saved ; and he that believeth not shall 
damned." ' 

We may apply tliis rule, first, to those who ha' 
St. John iii. 36. ■ I St. John v. 13 ' St. Mirk 
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never at all entered the One Church, even though 
sufficiently proposed toUhera. Such were the un- 
believing Jews and Heathens in the beginning, and 
at this day. They rejected the whole mystery of 
Christ, botli the One Sacrifice and the One Church ; 
and their rejection was an act of direct energetic 
opposition to the will of God. Whether or not any 
such shall be delivered from the wrath to come we 
know not. God has revealed nothing more than 
we have recited above, and that has an awful aspect. 
He that perfectly knows man's moral state will un- 
erringly discern the shades of moral incapacity, 
indisposition, and resistance. He will adjust the 
award according to the probation of each, who, to 
the eyes of men, seem tu have failed in the trial. 
And here we may leave this subject. 

Our chief difficulty lies in the case of those who 
have been members of the One Church, but are 
again separate from it- And of these there are 
many classes. There are some whose separation 
may be said to be involuntary, such as persons 
excommunicated by an act of the Church herself; 
and catechumens, who are as yet kept without by 
her authority ; and others, whose separation is vo- 
luntary, such as iierctics and schismatics, who sever 
themselves by an act of their own. 

Now of excommunicate persons, also, there are 
many grades, such as those who are finally and for 
ever cut off from the Unity of the Church for the 
greatness or the iteration of their sins. Of such 
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the Charcfa pnmoances that she is iinable any mom 
to assure them of God's meirr ; and so she leaves 
them to Crod's inscrutable judgment: such again 
are those whose separation is of a corrective or 
penitential kind, being terminable and with a view 
to restoration, after one, five, ten, twenty years, or 
by the communication of the Holy Eucharist even 
on a death-bed.' In all these cases the Church by 
her act indicates hope ^^ that the spirit may be 
saved in the day of the Lord Jesus/' ' Indeed, all 
such persons may be said to belong to the Unity of 
the Church, though the enjojrment of their inherit- 
ance is for their chastisement suspended, as Canaan 
was the inheritance of the Jews, when, for their un- 
belief, they were turned back to wander forty years 
in the wilderness. Of catechumens, also, it may be 
believed that they are in the Church in desire and 
intention, though not in fact, and, dying in that 
state, shall as surely be saved ' as the penitent thief 
to whom the sacrament of regeneration, through 
the impossibility of the case, was wanting.* 

We now come to those whose separation is vo- 
luntary. 

And first of heretics. The matter of heresy is 
denial of the faith : the form of it a pertinacious 
denial after sufficient admonition. It is evident, 
therefore, that errors in doctrine are not neces- 

' Binghftm, Orig. Eccl. B. xix. c. i. s. 3. "1 Cor. v. 5. 

* Bcllarmin. de Ecclesift milit. lib. iii. c. 3, 5. 

S. Aug. dc Baptismo, lib. iv. xxii. xxiii. 
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sarily heretical : for the error may be in some 
mere theological opinion, or in some point unde- 
termined by the Church, or, even if determined, 
through error of fact in the man who denies it.' 
The matter of heresy, therefore, may be said to be 
denial of the Baptismal Creed, or any part of it, on 
condition of believing which a man is made par- 
taker of Christ in baptism, and a member of the 
Catholic Church.* It is evident also that a man 
through error of fact, or through want of right 
knowledge, for the communication of which others 
are responsible, may hold erroneously some articles 
even of the Baptismal Creed. Yet if he hold them 
to himself he is no heretic' So again even though 
he propound his error, yet, if not sufficiently ad- 
monished by the Church, he is no heretic : ' nor 
even if, when admonished, he should without per- 
tinacity, or persevering in the publication of his 
error, remain in confusion and perplexity.* But 
after separating off all these several gradations of 
error, there will yet remain the pertinacious denial 
of the baptismal faith, after due admonition, which 
is both material and formal heresy, and is equivalent 
in its moral character to an original rejection of 

' Palmcr'a Treatise nii tlie Church, W. i. pp. 104, 108. 
' Laud'B Conference with Fiaher, p. 27, ful- 1666. 
' lb. pp. 205, 206. 

* S. Aug, de Bapt <'ontri Dunat. : " Uttiin nonilum htereticum 
dico, nisi manileEUlfl «ihi dociriiift Caiholicie fidei resiiti^re mulu- 



' S AiiE, Ep. sliii 




Baptism, which on the condition of that profession 
was at the first administered. The heretic puts 
himself into a state in which the Church would 
have been bound to refuse the Sacrament of Holy 
Baptism. Even Simon Magus believed or pro- 
fessed to believe according to the tenoiir of this 
necessary condition. Heresy is therefore an active 
opposition to the authority of the Cliurch of God | 
as a teacher of Divine truth. 

The other class we have to consider are schis- 
matics. And tliis is a far simpler (piestioD, for 4 
schism consists not so much in an iutention as in a f 
matter of fact. There are, it may be, men of i 
temper far more schismatical in the Unity of the 
Church than in a state of separation from it; for, 
indeed, the ultimate aud highest form of schism is 
an energetic opposition to the authority of God 
ruling in His Church. But it is not necessary to 
suppose that every act of schism is prompted by 
such a conscious temper; though in all cases it is 
involved' implicitly in the fact, be the agent never 
Ro unconscious. The proximate motive, however, 
is often some inferior form of indocility, impatience, 
resentment against the person of those that bear 
Huthority, self-elation, mortified vanity, and the 
like. Nevertheless, whatsoever may be the motive 
in the heart of the separatist, his act is a visible 
rending of a visible unity, and as such is in all 
cases schismatical. By its very nature it cannot 
be latent, as heresy ; it promulges itself in its first 
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beginnings ; and publicity is inseparable from its 
contiDuance. When a man ceases to show himself 
ID places of scJiismatical worship and conference, 
he has, in all exterior scDses, ceased to be a schis- 
matic ; and the active habit of schism is at an end. 
So long as it is continued, the man as fully de- 
prives himself of the Sacraments of Christ as if he 
had never entered the Catholic Church. He cuts 
off the ordained channels of grace between Christ 
and his soul as absolutely as if he had never drawn 
nigli to them. He iias proclaimed, so far as his 
individual acts avails, an entire suspension of in- 
tercourse between heaven and earth. It is not 
necessary that I should speak of the moral evil 
which flows as a consequence from his act. We 
are concerned with his personal state alone. AU 
that we can say is, that we know of no way by 
which he can be saved but through the Church 
only, and that this way he has rejected. We have 
already seen how strongly and bmadly the Catholic 
doctrine, that out of the one Church tlwre is no 
salvation, was taught in the first ages. 

It is always to be observed that this is a decla- 
ration, not a judicial doctrine. It testifies affirma- 
tively the Revelation of God, but does not venture 
to decide the ultimate award of any living soul. 
All that it declares is, that out of the Church there 
is no revealed way of salvation. It does not say 
that there is no inscrutable working of God's 
Spirit, no actual saving of moral beings. The 
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Catholic sense of tbis doctriue may be expressed in 
the following proftostioos : — 

First. That God has revealed no other way of 
ealvation but by faith in Christ. 

Secoudty. That Ho has committed the ministry 
of reconciliation, tliat is, of interceding with Him, 
and of assuring mankind of pardon, to no other 
body than the one Church. 

Thirdly. That to no other body on earth has 
been intrusted a Divine commission to witness the 
mysteries of Revelation, or to administer tlie Sacra- 
ments of Grace. 

Fourtliiy. That no othra" body is ordained of 
God to be the moral discipline restoring the Divine 
imagt.' to the soul of man. 

Fifthly. That no other body on earth is divinely 
set for the moral probation, for the rising and fall- 
ing of mankind. 

And lastly. As a consequence from ail these, that 
they who separate tliemselves from it, separate 
themselves from the way of probation, the moral 
discipline, the Sacraments of grace, the witness of 
truth, the ministrj- of reconciliation, and the only 
revealed way of partaking in the sacrifice of ChrisL 

This will be more simply evident if we consider 
that faith in Christ is a moral and practical habit; 
that the Unity of the Churcli is the line of obe- 
dience marked out by Christ for our faith to 
follow. And faith without obedience is a moral 
contradiction. And here we may take a distinctiui 
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recognised by Catholic writers, and most expressly 
taught by St. Augustin, namely, that there is a 
difference, perceptible to the moral judgment, 
though not to the senses, between the Catholic 
Church and the mystical body of Christ. It must 
not for a moment be supposed that this distinction 
in any way countenances the error of those who 
have fancied to themselves a visible and an invi- 
sible Church on earth, so as in effect to divide the 
One Church into two.' The distinction above 
made is between things distinguishable but not 
divided (entia interdistincta sed indivisa), as the 
body and soul of an individual man, or the symbol 
and grace of a sacrament, or a moral nature and 
a moral habit. The visible Church is the one body 
of men united by the profession of the same faith, 
and by communion in the same sacraments, under 
the jurisdiction of their lawful pastors.' In this 
definition there are three parts. By the profession 
of a true faith all Heathens, Jews, and Heretics 
are excluded ; by the communion of sacraments all 
excommunicated persons and catechumens not yet 
admitted; by the jurisdiction of lawful pastors all 
schismatics, even though they hold to the doctrines 
of Christianity. There are included in the defini- 
tion all other persons, even though they be evil 
and reprobate men. Therefore no internal virtues 
are required to constitute any man a member of 

' Field oil ihe Church, li- i. c. 10. 
' Belhirm, de derm. Eccl lib, iii. 2, 9. 
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die One Chviclk. bet oii!t an exterml piofeaBion 
of the fudt, a partfiopatioQ in the sacraments^ and 
a snbj^ctiofi to the lawfbl jmisdictioo of the 
Church. The Chorrh. thericibre, i§ a bodT ci men 
Tidble and palpable as the bcdr of the RcMnan 
people* or the kingd^xn of France, or the repoUic 
of Venice.' And Tec thoosh no internal Tirtoes 
are required to coo^ote any man a member of 
die One Charch, all graces and virtnes, soch as 
£uth. hope* and chanty, are enshrined in the 
Church; but not 5o as to cxtstitute a Church 
in a Churdu so making two« but as parts or 
s of the One Church. The distincticHiy 
then, taken bv St. Au^ustin is as follows: — ^"That 
the Church is a Ifring system in which there is 
soul and body : the ?oul is the inward gift of the 
Holy Ghost, faith, hope, charity, ic. ; the body 
the external profession of the faith and participation 
of the sacraments- \^Tience it follows that some 
belonsr both to the soul and to the bodv of the 
Church, and so are united to Christ the head both 
outwardlv and inwardlv, and thev belonc: to the 
Church in the most perfect manner; for they are, 
as it were, living members in the body, although 
they partake, some more and some less, of life, and 
some have only so much as the beginning of hk^ 
having, as it were, sense but not motion, such, for 
instance, as have only faith without charity. Again, 
some are of the soul, but not of the body, as cate- 

'- BeUarm. de defin. Ecd. Kct. 10 
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chumens, and excommuQicate persons, if they have 
faith and chanty, which is possible. Lastly, some 
are of the body and not of the soul, as they who 
have no inward virtue, and yet from some hope or 
worldly fear profess the faith and communicate in the 
sacraments under the jurisdiction of lawful pastors.'" 
And these are as diseases, or bad humours in the 
human body- The rule drawn from this distinction 
by St, Augustin may be collected from the followinfj 
passages. Speaking of the mixture of good and 
evil men in the visible Church, and correcting an. 
unexact mode of defining it, he says: "This rule 
may be called the rule concerning the mixed 
Church; which rule demands a watchful reader, 
when Scripture, although it is already speaking to 
others, seems still to speak to those M'hom it was 
before addressing, or concerning those of whom it 
was before speaking, as if the body of both sorts 
were one by reason of the commixture in this life 
and joint participation of the sacraments,"* "That 
Church which has now a mixture of evil men is 
not different from the kingdom of God, where there 
shall be no admixture of the wicked, but one and 
the very same holy Church now under one, here- 
after under another condition, now having evil 

' Bellarm. de defin, Eccl, eect. ii. Bellarmin refrm only to the 
Breviculus Collationis, &c., No. 3, where indeed this doctrine is 
atrongty affirmed. !t is, however, much more clearly and voriauBly 
illufitiated in St. Aiigustin's other works against the Donatisls, as 
cited in the text. 

•Dc doctrinaChriBlianBi, lib. iii. c. 32. 
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men mingled in it, then liaving none ; as now it i 
mortal, because made up of mortal men, then 
immortal, because there shall be in it no one who 
can die, even so nmch as after the flesh, any more ; 
as there are not therefore two Christs, because He 
first died and afWrwards dieth no more. The same 
way of speaking is used of the outward and inward 
man, which though they be diverse, cannot be 
called two men; how much less can it be called J 
two Clmrches when they are the very same saints! 
- who now endure tlie wicked, who are mingled with I 
them, and die to rise again; but then shall have I 
no wicked mingled with them, and shall never die I 
any more.'" " In the Song of Songs the Church is 1 
thus described : ' A garden enclosed, my sister, 
my spouse, a fountain sealed, a well of living water, 
a Paradise with the fruit of apples.' This I dare 
not understand, save of the holy and just, not of | 
the covetous, and fraudulent, and thieves, and [ 
usurers, and drunkards, and envious men, who, 
nevertheless, have a common baptism with the just, 1 
with whom they have not a common charity. 
Are these then the thorns in the midst of which she ^ 
(the beloved) is aa a lily, ae is said in the ! 
Song ? In so far as she is a lily, she is also a ' 
garden enclosed, and a fountain sealed : that is, in 
those just ones who are Jews in secret by the cir- 
cumcision of the heart (for all the beautv of the 
King's daughter is within), in whom is the certain \ 
' Brevic. Coll. cont. Don. iii. i 
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number of saints predestined before the world was 

made There are also some even of that 

number who still live wickedly, or lie sunk in 
heresies and heathen superstitions, and yet even 
there ' the Lord knoweth them that are His ;' for in 
that infallible foreknowledge of God, many who 
seera without are within, and many who seem 
within are without. Of all those therefore who, so 
to speak, are inwardly and in secret within, con- 
sists that ' garden enclosed, that fountain sealed, 
that well of living water, that Paradise with the - 
fruit of apples.' To these belong the gifts vouch- 
safed of God, in part exclusively, as in this world 
unwearied charity, and in the world to come life 
everlasting; but, in part, in common with the evil 
and perverse, as all other gifts, among which are 
also the Holy mysteries,"' Speaking of those who 
had received Baptism among heretics, and were 
afterwards reconciled to the Church, he says, " It 
may therefore be that some who are baptized with- 
out, through the foreknowledge of God, are reputed 
rather as baptized within, because there (i.e., in the 
Church) the water first began to avail for their 
salvation ; for neither in any other way can they 
be said to be saved in the ark but by water. And 
again, some who seem to be baptized within, by tlie 
same foreknowledge of God, are more truly reputed 
to be baptized without ; forasmuch as, through 
abuse of Baptism, they perish by water, which then 
' De Bapl. cotitrs Don. lib. v. xxvii. nnd vi. iii. 
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befiEil Mme but tfacee dut vere vidioaf the ark. 
CertainlT h fe pbin tltax vini is sud of widun and 
witfaoot in tbe Chmdu miisl be mderstood of the 
heait, not of the bodT : fonanocii as all vbo aie 
within in bean are ^ar^ in tbe onitr of tbe aik bv 
tbe same water, bv whicb all wbo aie aitboat in 
heart, whether withoat in body alfo or not, perish 
as enemies of onitr.*" So in another place: — 
"According to His foreknowledge, who knoweth 
whom He predestinated, before die world was made, 
to be conformed to tbe image of His Son, many 
also wbo are openly without, and are called heretics, 
are better than many, and they good Catholics.'^* 
And again : — " Accoiding to the foreknowledge of 
God, as many sheep wander without, so many 
wolves prowl within.'*' I will add only one more 
most remarkable passage, which will complete our 
outline of St. Augustin's distinction. On the 10th 
chapter of St. John he says, " According to the 
foreknowledge and predestination of God, how many 
sheep are without, how many wolves within ; and 
how many sheep within, how many wolves without. 
What did 1 say ? How many sheep without ! How 
many now live in sensuality who shall be chaste ; 
how many blaspheme Christ who shall believe in 
Christ; bow many drink themselves drunken wbo 
shall be sober ; how many rob others of their goods 
who shall give away their own : but now for a time 

* De Bapt. contra Don. v. xxviii. 
• Dc Bapt. IT. iii. ■ Ibid. lib. vi. i. 
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they hear the voice of others, and follow others. 
Also, how many within give praise who shall blas- 
pheme ; are chaste, who shall defile themselves; are 
sober, who shall drowu themselves in drink; who 
Btaud, but shall fall: they are not sheep.'" 

Now, upou these passages we may observe, — 

First, that St. Augustin contrasts the diametrical 
moral opposites of good and evil men within and 
without the Church, 

Secondly, that he contrasts, with equal clearness, 
the diametrical opposition of the visible state of 
those that are or are not members of the Church. 
Good and evil are not more contrasted by him than 
within and without. 

Thirdly, that he also uses the terms " within " 
and " without" in a figurative sense, i.e., in heart, 
but not in body : " corde sed non corpore." 

Fourthly, that he recognizes within the visible 
Church an invisible communion of saints. 

And, lastly, that he believed in a moral Provi- 
dence working out the predestinated results of the 
foreseen probation of man. 

Now all this may be resolved up into the one 
principle already insisted on, namely, that the one 
visible Church is of the nature of a sacrament, 
both representing and making men partakers of the 
salvation which is in Christ, namely, forgiveness 
through his blood-shedding and restoration to His 
image. The distinction, therefore, between the 
' In S.Joan. Ev. ex. line iii. pt. ii. 600. 
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visible Church and the invi^ble commiinioii of 
saints is no more than the distinction between po- 
Untiality and actuality. All meml^rs of the visible 
Church are regenerate in holy baptism ; they are 
in the first disposition towards the mind of Christ ; 
they are sf.ints in posse. Even those whose lives 
are openly profane and eviK until in God's myste- 
rious economy of probation ihey justly forfeit the 
capability of recovery/ are of the nature of saints. 
I say of the nature, because though they are capa- 
ble of the enerories and habits of holiness, thev do 
not possess them. They hold their capability in 
unrighteousness ; but they who by docile following 
of the sjiirit of God become holy in energy and 
habit, are saints in esscy in realized and actual holi- 
ness. Thev are one with Christ bv a conscious 
moral choice, bv the deliberate election of the con- 
science, and bv the fast cleaving: of the hearL 
Their wills are energetically one with His will ; 
and they are partakers of an incorporation and 
co-adunation of body, soul, and spirit, which tran- 
scends the sense and understanding. To take, once 
more, an illustration often used already. The one 
visible Church is to this invisible communion what 
the visible partakers of the blessed Eucharist are 
to the in\4sible fellowship of those who verily and 
indeed receive the body and blood of Christ : they 
are the elect fruit of the elect vine, the ripeness of 
the regenerate seed. And this blessed company 

' Heb. \-i. 4, 5, 6. 
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make up the true mystical body of Christ,' of 
which the visible Church is but the symbol and 
ministrative cause, subordinate to the spirit of God. 
We have now made good a distinction which will 
serve as a principle to adjust in some measure the 
phenomena of Christendom with the doctriue here 
laid down. 

We must revert once more to the distinction of 
unity into objective and subjective, and take in 
order the anomalies which are found without and 
within the Church of ChriBt. We will consider 
first the case of those who have wholly forfeited the 
objective unity both in doctrine and discipline ; 
then of those who have made a partial forfeit; 
that is, first, of the doctrine, retaining the disci- 
pline, secondly, of the discipline, retaining the doc- 
trine ; and next, the state of those who have retained 
the objective unity both in doctrine and disciphne, 
but have lost the subjective unity of communion 
and intercourse. 

' Stapleton. quoted by Field, on the Church, p. 11. 
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CHAPTER II. 

THE L033 OF OBJECTITE L.M T lf . 

The first case we have to consider is the case of those 
who have wholly forfeited the objective unity both 
of doctrine and discipline. Such, for instance, are 
the sects who have rejected the mystery of the pro- 
per Godhead of our Lord Jesus Christ ; and those 
who have rejected the Holy Sacraments. 

In the first place we may observe that these sects 
are not necessarily formal, but only material, heretics. 
The first origrinators of their error were gruiltv of the 
heresy and the schism ; but their descendants have 
inherited their actual state without partaking neces- 
sarily of its moral cause. It is, indeed, true that, as 
each man grows up to the full development of his per- 
sonal responsibility, he may appropriate to himself 

the act of his forefathers by his own direct conscious 

• 

act of moral consent and choice. He may also perti- 
naciously defend his error against sufficient admo- 
nition. But it is possible — indeed, almost certain — 
that among the descendants of the first propounders 
of the delusion, there are many whose moral nature 
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lias never been exercised by any form of probation 
ill the matter of their error. At every remove from 
the first impulse the nionieatuni of active participa- 
tion tiecliued. In a few generations it was exliausted ; 
and their successors inherited a corrupt tradition, 
rather with passive acquiescence than with conscious 
approval. By this involuntary apostasy a grave 
injury was inflicted on their moral being. The bias 
of their mind was insensibly and involuntarily de- 
termined to a false idea. Their free disposition, 
which should have been reserved for the impressions 
of irutli, was pre-occupied by error ; and their intel- 
lectual nature received false stamps and characters, 
and ern)[it!0U3 inclinations. No one can say how 
deep and lasting an injury is wrouglit in the texture 
of the human mind, when its first action ia to coalesce 
with delusion and falsehood. It seems to sear and to 
distort it almost beyond recovery. With this moral 
indisposition come also intellectual hindrances. The 
constant action of a false system, and the absolute ex- 
clusion of truth, make ignorance invincible. Often- 
times they may have never heard a surmise of any 
form of truth except their own inherited belief; or 
they have heard of if only with contempt and oppo- 
sition. Their better feelings are enlisted in a war- 
fare against truth, conceived to lie falsehood. All 
these are mitigating pleas in their moral probation. 
Add to these the spiritual penury to which they 
were born, the moral destitution of their fathers' 
home; no witness for truth, no sacraments of grace, 
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no gentle suasion, and moulding pressure of a spi- 
ritual discipline ; and there can hardly be conceived 
an immortal being in a state more impoverished 
and desolate. 

NoWy nothing can be more certain than that 
among such sects there are to be found many ap- 
proximations to the reality of Christian life. We 
find a solid morality, a great love of truth so far as 
it is known, real self-denial, energy and zeal in 
works of benevolence, and uprightness of conscience 
before God. Of these there are abundant instances ; 
so many and so visible, indeed, as to betray some 
minds, more active than enlarged, into a theory 
that the common measure of everj'day temptations 
is reduced in their case by the Enemy of Truth, 
-whose cause their very virtues tend to serve. 
Although this may be among his arch-devices, 
yet it will not account for the undeniable forms of 
obedience in those who escape from his dominion. 
There can be but one only Author of good in them ; 
that is, the same who out of the moral anarchy even 
of the regenerate educes the unseen unity of saints. 
Wheresoever we see forms of Christian obedience 
among those who have lost the doctrine and dis- 
cipline of the Church, they are so many moral 
miracles : they are revelations in fact ; which are, 
therefore, no way contrary to God's revelation in 
word. He has promised to sanctify man through 
His Church ; He has not declared that He will 
sanctify none in other ways. Through His Church 
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we know both the conditions and the means ; beyond 
His Church we know neither : yet who is he that 
shall deny a visible fact because he cannot see how 
God has done it, and yet believe in sacraments and 
miracles? The wisdom of God is manifold ; and of 
all the ways of bringing about the same end, He has 
revealed but one. And while we know of no other, 
and can trust ourselves to no other, and dare teach 
men to rely on no other, yet we may well believe 
He has reserved many more ways in His own power. 
We who see men under tiie energy of God's Spirit 
without His sacraments, may well hope that they 
shall partake of salvation without His Church. It- 
is in accordance with all that God has revealed of 
Himself to believe that, in His mora! government 
over His moral creatures. He proceeds by the broad 
rule of natural equity, on which even His super- 
natural economy is grounded ; and that the virtues 
of the one all-atoning Sacrifice prevail even for 
those who by do act of their own have been dis- 
inherited of their portion in His visible Church- 
That they belong to the body of the Church is con- 
trary to all evidence and testimony of the Prophets, 
Apostles, and of Christ Himself. That by His mer- 
ciful and mysterious working, who knits in one the 
mystical company of saints, they are made uncon- 
scious partakers of the soul of the one Church, is no 
less accordant with the first axioms of the illuminated 
reason, tiiaii witti the tender mercies of God, 

We intisr now ron&ider the case of lliose who 
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have forfeited only in part the objective Unitv of 
the Church ; and first, those who have in part for- 
feited the unity of doctrine, but retained the disci- 
pline. 

The NestoriaD, and Monophysite, and Monothe* 
lite churches in Egypt, Abyssinia, Syria, Aimenia* 
anil the East, may be taken as instances. These 
churches ceased to communicate with the Urri- 
vorsal Church after the Councils of Ephesus and 
Chalcedon. The forfeiture of objective doctrine 
related in both cases to the mode of the Incarnation 
of our Lord. The errors were Ixith of a gpeculadre 
kind, but in their inferential consequences of a 
practical effect. They were condemned by oecume- 
nical synods, and pertinaciously maintained by 
those Churches; and the result was a breach of 
comnmnion. \Vhat, then, is the condition of these 
bodies ? Do they, or do they not, belong to the One 
Clinrch ? They forfeited the truth in one primary 
article of faith ; but they retained the Apostolical 
Succession of orders, and tlie transmitted power to 
perform all functions contained in the ministerial 
character. Now it must be considered, first, that 
the olyective unity of doctrine and discipline is a 
dejKisit intrustcil by Christ to His Church ; and 
" it is rt'quire<l of stewards that a man be found 
faitlifu)."' It is the probation of the churches that 
they nlioutd keep this deposit whole und undefiled. 
The Nestorian and Monophysite Churches were 
' 1 Cor, iv. 3. 
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found untrusty in one leading feature of their 
charge : as stewards they were proved unfaithful : 
they were condemned by the judgment of the Ca- 
tholic Church ; and they returned this sentence by 
anathema. Since that time they have stood aloof, 
handing on unchanged the tradition of a mutilated 
faith. 

As, then, the being of the Church consists in an 
objective system, instituted and ordained of God, it 
must be admitted that these churches, by forfeiting 
one portion of it, have forfeited their inheritance in 
the unity of the one visible body. Their con- 
demnation, and the suspension of communion 
which followed, were the consequences of their 
forfeiture. This, and not what may be called the 
judicial award, is the cause of their abscission. So 
much for their formal condition. 

We must now consider their moral state. It in 
no way derogates from the force and exactness of 
the dogma that in the One Church alone there is 
salvation, to believe that God may and does from 
these mutilated churches gather out many unto 
everlasting life. The reasons of this hope or judg- 
ment of the heart are manifold: as, first, that one 
of the moral ends of the Church itself is the salva- 
tion of mankind. We may well believe, therefore, 
that the merciful purpose of God, declared in the 
election of these Eastern nations to regeneration 
through His Church, shall not be wholly turned 
aside. That they were once members of the One 
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Charch is a recorded witness of God's good will 
towards them. And can we doubt that He who 
looked in merer on Nineveh, a heathen city, and 
Himself pleaded for their salvation with his over- 
zealous prophet, saying, '^ Thou hast had pity on 
the gourd, for the which thou hast not laboured, 
neither madest it grow ; which came up in a night 
and perished in a night : and should not I spare 
Nineveh, that great city, wherein are more than 
six score thousand persons that cannot discern be- 
tween their right hand and their left hand ; and 
also much cattle ?" ' — can we doubt, I sav, that He 
who chose out those people by the predestination of 
His grace to the salvation which is in Christ, who 
planted and tended them well nigh four hundred 
years, and from them gathered precious fruits in 
their season, should still look with a stedfast eye of 
mercv on the hundreds of thousands amono^ them 
who could not discern their right hand from their 
left ? First it must be remembered that, in the 
original breach, the responsible agents were those 
to whom the government of the churches was com- 
mitted, and with them such also as consciously par- 
took of their false teaching and pertinacious schism. 
But how many moral beings, children and women, 
simple and unlearned people, whose chief sin was 
too great docility, were unconsciously and passively 
involved in the consequence of this breach, God 
alone can know. We are forced at the outset to 

* Jonah iv. 10, 11. 
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believe that He was more merciful to them than 
their natural pastors. It is the light of faith shining 
in the reason that leads us to believe that multi- 
tudes in these lapsed churches yet belonged, in 
spirit and in truth, to the soul of the one true 
Church : they belonged to it in preparation of 
heart, in conscious intention, and in stedfast though 
erroneous belief. 

We may next observe that, as multitudes were 
guiltlessly involved in the first breach, so their chil- 
dren were bom to be the inheritors of a state wliich 
was not imputed as a sin even to their parents; aud 
further, that of those whose forefathers had by con- 
scious assent become partakers of the schism, the 
moral state was widely different. The sins of parents 
cleave to their children in the way of penal conse- 
quence; but the children are not necessarily par- 
takers by direct moral consent; they may become 
BO, and often do; but, in the case of churches 
which fall as landslips from the Church Universal, 
there must be, in all ages, many who represent the 
simple and unlearned of the first generation which 
was passively rent from the visible body; and who 
to the simplicity and unlearned docility of their 
forefatliers add the accumulated unconsciousnesR of 
the evils which attach to their inherited condition. 
If there be any truth in the rule that moral guilt- 
grows less at every remove from the first authors of 
a schism, it must hold good in such a case. 

We now come to another question contained in 
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du f^jTsn of die fa^e. aaan^ir. wh/Atr or co the 
4h0d^Abx: liidti^ k r^Skh^ ^sifrr, E=ipc2;3dine the 
ord<^?« ukd siiCT^iLitziLi^ cf CL?i<t. W lalid and 
tttfxxnsd u> tLe eijgTiifriBg of iz>es 7bi.> Him and 
dKr «a«ta:iiizkz c^ crxmocnioii vhh Him f The 
De^atire ar^Qme&t* &re thijer dial the apoetcdical 
aotboritv i$ annulkd bv berr5T. or that ii is sos- 
pcxHJ^ l>T the dchi§m. 

Now OD thi* subject tl*e jod^iiKiii and practioe 
of the Church itas varied ; and by it5 wiations 
ha§ ^jovD that there was no fixed and immutable 
rule. The Greek Charch in earlier time^ admitted 
the orders of heretics, whom in later times she was 
wont to reordain : the Latin Church seems almost 
iuTariablv to hare admitted the orders (rf* such 
heretics as used the Catholic rite, and had them- 
selves derived orders from the Church.* Pope 
Felix was ordained bv Arians.* In the Elast, the 
XestorianSy Eutychians, Severians, Jacobites, and 
Acephali were received upon a simple condemna- 
tion of their heresy and its author. They neither 
rebaptized nor reordained them.' Of the Xes- 
torians St. Gregory writes : " Let them anathema- 
tize Xestorius with all his followers, and other 
heretics : let them promise to receive also the vene- 
rable synods which the Universal Church receives, 
and without doubt receive them into the Church, 

' Mormui de Sacr. Ord. pars iiL exerc. v. c. xi. sect. 5. 
• MaM>n's Vindic. of the Engl. Min. p. 154, fol. 1728, 
' MoriDus, lb. c. xii. s. 17. 
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preserving to them their own orders."' So also 
were the Arians received ;' so also the Pelagians 
were treated by the judgment of St. Leo;' ao also 
were the Monothelites dealt with by the seventh 
synod/ It is evident, then, that the succession and 
orders of these churches, although deemed unlaw- 
ful as being contrary to the canons, were held to 
be valid as being conferred by men validly conse- 
crated, and by a rite containing all things essential 
to the sacramental nature of holy orders. 

Now in respect to hai)tism the question is of an 
easier kind. After the great controversy respecting 
schismatical baptism, which many of the Eastern 
Churches held with tlie African to be invalid," it was 
finally ruled, in the West, that Baptism conferred 
with the right form, matter, and intention was to be 
accounted valid.' This recognition of Baptism did 
not involve a recognition of orders in the adminis- 
trator. Even in cases where the orders were held 
to be null, the Sacrament of Baptism was accepted.' 
They degraded the clergy, but received the laity 
with the chrism only. As this is a question of 
some moment, it may be well to state explicitly the 
reason of this rule as it is given by St. Augustin. 
It must always, however, be borne in mind that he 
is writing, not of laymen, hut of those who had de- 
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rmicl orders fir<»i tfaie Cadkoiit ClmicL He arsw 
^ dua die: BajXasm of CLrisx cxzokx be amraDed br 
»iT f^tTTenCT of ncuL viKirier be be the girtr or 
tlMr rHoerrer of h :** aiid izoioaiisairlT a^dds, that the 
reaftOQ vhy tLe bi^^p? <«' pss^ofv in Sc Cvpnan's 
tinMr bbd doalfed tbe ralkiitT of tbe Baptism giren 
br beretics aiid iSchi>Tnatic& vas ^ because the Sa- 
crun*fux vas oot distinguirbed frcm its efiiert and 
use. And becaiH^ the etfect and u^e of tbe Sacra- 
nuTDt — iis%jue\\\ in liberation from sins and nprigfat- 
ne^ of heart — was not found among heretics^ the 
Sacrament its<;lf was thought not to be there. But 
when thev turned their eves to the multitude of 
chaff within the Church, thev also who, in the 
unity of it, are perverse and lire evil lives, would 
seem neither to have power to give, nor even to 
have, remission of sins, because not to the evil, but 
to tFie good sons it was said, * whosesoever sins ye 
remit, they are remitted unto him, and whosesoever 
sins ye retain, they are retained;' it was suflSciently 
clear to the pastors of the Catholic Church difiused 
throughout the world, by whom afterwards the 
original custom was confirmed with the authority 
of a plenary council, that they nevertheless may 
have, and give, and receive the Sacrament of Bap- 
tism ; that also a sheep, which was wandering 
without, and had received the Lord's mark from its 
dec^eitful spoilers without, when it comes to the 
salvation of Christian unity, is to be corrected of its 
rrror, freed from itB bondage, healed of its wound. 
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but the Lord's mark upon it is to be rather ac- 
knowledged than rejected, forasmuch as many, who 
are ostensibly within, but are themselves indeed 
wolves, imprint the very same mark upon wolves 
like unto themselves." ' And a little after he adds, 
" I say that both good ami bad may have, may 
give, and may receive the Sacrament of Baptism ; 
the good, indeed, usefully and unto health, but the 
bad hurtfuUy and penally, since that (the Sacra- 
ment) is equally perfect in each; and its equal in- 
tegrity in all is not affected by how much worse 
the man may be who has it among the evil, as 
neither by how much better the man may be who 
has it among the good. And for this reason it ia 
not affected by how much worse he be who gives 
it, as neither by how much better ; nor by how 
much worse he be who receives it, as neither by 
how much better ; for the Sacrament itself, both in 
those that are not equally righteous and in those 
that are not equally unrighteous, is itself equally 
holy." ' St. Augustin's argument is this : the 
unworthiness of the minister does not destroy 
the integrity of the Sacrament; there are wolves 
within as without ; heresy and schism without 
the Churcli are as sin and an evil life within it; 
as these do not annul it, so neither do the other 
faults. But he is speaking of ordained men in 
both cases. " For it is the Sacrament of Baptism 
which he has who is baptised, and it is the Sacra- 
ment of conferring Baptism which he has who is 
' De Bapl. conlra Don. vi. 1. ' lb. «ect. 2. 
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ordained. And as he who is baptized, if he depart 
from unity, does not lose the Sacrament of Baptism, 
so he that is ordained, if he depart from unity, does 
not lose the Sacrament of conferring Baptism/'^ 
** For both are sacraments ; and both are given to 
a man with a certain consecration ; the one when 
he is baptized, the other when he is ordained ; and 
therefore it is not lawful to iterate them in the Ca- 
tholic Church.'** " But if it (baptism) may be had 
out of the Church, why may it not also be given ? 
If you say, It is not rightly given out of the Church, 
we answer. As, though it be not rightly had, yet it 
is had ; so, though it be not rightly given out of the 
Church, yet it is given. But as by reconciliation 
to unity that begins to be had beneBcially, which 
before was had out of unity without benefit ; so by 
the same reconciliation to unity, that begins to be 
beneficial, which out of the Church was also given 
without benefit. It is not, however, right to say 
that that which was given was not given, or that 
any man should be wrongfully said not to have 
given it, when it is confessed that he gave what he 
had received." ' He pursues this explanation still 
further in the following passage : — " As the union 
of bodies is by continuity of place, so the consent 
of wills is a sort of contact of minds. If, there- 
fore, a man who departs from unity has a will to 
do anything other than that which he received in 
unity, in that thing he departs, and is separated ; 

' De Bapt. contra Don. lib. i. c. 1. 
' Contra lit. Parm. lib. ii. 13. 
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but whatsoever ho desires so to do, as it is doue 
in unity, when he tias received and learned it, in 
that he abides and is united. Therefore they in 
some things are with us, but in some things iiave 
gone out from us. Wherefore those things in which 
they are witli us, those we do not forbid them to 
perform ; hut in those wherein they are not witli 
us, we exhort tliem to come tliat they may have, to 
return that they may recover them. We do not, 
therefore, say to them, ' Do not administer' (bap- 
tism), but ' Do not administer it in schism ;' nor 
to those who are going to be baptized, ' Do not re- 
ceive' {baptising, but ' Do not receive it in schism.' " ' 
And afterwards, in answer to the Donatist who 
demanded whether or no their baptism was valid 
to beget sons to God, intending the dilemma, if it 
regenerate, then ours must be the true Church ; if 
not, then why do not Catholics re-bajitize those 
whom tliey draw away from us ? St. Augustin 
says : — " As if it (baptism) had the power of regene- 
ration in that point wlierein it is separated, and not 
in tliat wherein it is united. For it is separated from 
the bond of charity and peace, but it is joined in the 
onencs* of Baptism. Therefore it is the one Churcli 
that alone is called Catholic ; and whatsoever of its 
own it possesses in the communions of those divine 
bodies who are separated from its unity, through 
that which it lias of its own in them, it does itself 
regenerate, not they. For it is not their separation 
* De Bkpt. contra Don. lib. i. 2. 
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which regenerates, but that which they have n*;^ 
tained among themselves from the Church, which 
if they let go also, they do not regenerate at all. 
The Church, therefore, whose sacraments are re- 
tained, regenerates in all.'" And the ultimate 
principle of their judgment he states in the follow- 
ing axiomatic form : — " Like as baptism, so do orders 
remain perfect in them; because the fault was in 
the separation, which, by the peace of unity, was 
corrected ; not in the sacraments, which, where- 
soever they are, are still sacraments,"' (quae ubi- 
cmnque sunt ipsa sunt). From this, then, it is 
plain that the sacraments of such Churches as have 
forfeited somewhat of the doctrine, but retained the 
discipline of Christ, have the integrity of sacra- 
ments. Their Baptism regenerates, and yet not as 
being theirs, but as the Baptism of the Church, which 
they still retain ; and yet again, though it regene- 
rate, its full effect and use is some way suspended 
until the regenerate man be reconciled to the Unity 
of the Church. But here we may take up and 
apply a rule we iiave before laid down, namely, 
that such as are in a state of which they are neither 
the conscious authors nor pertinacious maintainors, 
in which, too, they are either greatly hindered by 
any high degree of adverse moral circumstance, or 
absolutely holden in invincible ignorance, who also, 

■ Ue Bapt, cont. Don. iib. i. c, 10. 

' Contra Ep. Pannen. lib, ii. 13. For (he judgment of the 
CoiinciU of Aries and Nice, aee Watertand's Works, 
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in simplicity of intention and preparatiun ot" Iieart, 
seek both to know and to do the will of Christ, that 
all such surely belong to the soul of the One 
Church, and have unconscious communion with 
His mystical body, and direct spiritual fellowsiiip 
with Himself. What is iiere said of Baptism will 
apply also to all other sacraments and sacramental 
rites. To such as are thus morally disposed, we 
may hopefully believe that, thougli uncanonical, 
they are both valid and efficacious. 

It must be further observed that, whether valid 
or not in its mystical nature, the discipline of the 
Church reniaius among them as a moral institution 
bearing upon the formation of the individual cha- 
racter. The pastoral jurisdiction is still a repression 
of indocility ; and the Eucharistical action the test 
of peace and brotherhood. The ascetic and peni- 
tential rules are still moral powers for the purifi- 
cation of man's nature. If we should believe such 
Churches reduced to the level of ethical gymnasia 
it is evident that there is a high moral benefit stiil 
undoubtedly inherited. And this is a disposing 
cause, and ancillary to the divine life of faith. If it 
tx> not the jiledge, it is the handmaid of higher reah'- 
ties. And if these bodies be darkened liy the cloud- 
ing over of truth, yet we may not err in lioping 
that to their pastors also, who, as it were, keep their 
flocks by night, there may come glad tidings and 
brigliter lights by the secret ministries of mercy. 
The dogma, therefore, that in the One Cliurcli 
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alone there is salvation, in no way hinders our iiope*! 
fully believing that many belong to the soul of thel 
One Church who, by forfeiting a portion of theiffi 
trust, have fallen from the one visible body; nor hM 
the objective exactness of this dogma as a revealed^ 
verity infringed by such a hope. 

We now come to another and more difficult fon 
of the same (jnestion, namely, tlie state of thoi 
who have made forfeit of the discipline, but i 
tained the doctrine of the Church. 

I am well aware how startling at first sight must 
be such a contrast. Men are so thoroughly and 
inveterately used to speak of doctrine as the one 
thing needful, and of discipline as a thing unneces- 
sary, that the very propounding of the subject may 
almost seem like announcing a prejudged con- 
clusion. 

I must, tiierefore, once more fall back upon a 
position taken up in the first part of this work. In 
entering upon the subject, I adopted the familiar 
distinction of the great mystery of Christ into doo^ 
trine and discipline, under an express protest, 
stated that, although sufficiently clear to work with 
it was a distinction essentially unexact. The usj 
of it has hitherto admitted no fallacious ambiguiQ 
because the whole current of our reasoning : 
been directed against the popular errors which lun 
under its shelter, It is a common axiom that dia^ 
cipline may be changed, but doctrine never; 
this is true, so long as by discipline is understffl 
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only the detailed orders and rules of administration 
which the apostolical authority may develop out of 
itself, such as the penitential code, and the like. 
But when taken to include what are commonly, but 
most unmeaningly, called forms of Church govern- 
ment, it is absolutely untrue. Throughout this 
work I have endeavoured to prove that the organic 
polity of the Church is a divine institution, positive, 
indeed, in its nature, but moral in its design ; that 
it is not subject to man, but man to it; that he 
may not re-cast it, forasmuch as it is ordained to 
re-mould his very being ; that it is, therefore, abso- 
lutely and universally binding, and immutable. 
There is uo reason which will clear a man for re- 
jecting the apostolical succession, which will not 
also acquit him for rejecting baptism ; there is no 
reason to establish the right of men, without suc- 
cession from the Apostles, to administer the Holy 
Eucharist, which will not justify the taking away 
of the cup. The positive institutions of Christ, 
being moral as a continuous probation, and mys- 
tical in their complex effect, are binding in all their 
parts. To touch them in one point is to mutilate 
them in all. It is a usurpation of the will of 
man upon the will of Christ, and a subjecting of 
the mould to the nature which it is ordained to 
shape. So much as to the positive and moral 
nature of discipline. 

But we muHt look also to its mystical design. 
Once more it must bo eisked. Are the Sacrameuls. of 
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Christ to be called floctrine, or discipline? If da 
Iriite, why dhull we uot cull ConBrmatioii and the^ 
iloctrine? Why i 
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shall 



Apostolicjil Succession 

we Hut call ihc Church itself doctrine 7 Did Christ 
institute Baptisui and the Lord's Supper? Did He. 
not also institute the Church ? Who was it that sail 
" As mv Father hath sent me, even so send I you 
What is the doctrine of Christ hut the relation 
what He did and suffered for us, presented to oi 
niiderslnudiuj^ ? Now, 1 ask, did He, or did He not, 
onhiin a means of applying to maokiud, and to 
each man severally, the benefit of His blood-shed- 
ding? If He did so, what is that means i There is no 
altemative but to ass*'rt either that He did, or that 
He did noturdatu, such a meaus; and that the meanB 
ordainnl is eitiier by presenting truth to the human 
understanding; only, or by some further mode of 
making man a partaker in what he so understands. 
U the mere process of understanding alone a suf-' 
ficient application of tlie blood of Christ to the soul 
of man ? Or does each man, by an act of his own 
will, apply it to himself? Is it man's work or God's 
work ? Now these questions must be answered by 
those that would retain the popular theory of doc- 
trine and discipline as things separate and hete- 
rogeneous. They that believe that it is God who 
applies the benefits of His Son's death to the soul 
of men, (and I know uot how any Christian 
dispute it,) believe also that He has ordained 
certain and definite means for applying it. The 
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believe also that tlie means of applying it is as 
absolutely necessary, though in another category, 
as the thing applied ; and they believe the discipline 
of the Church, which includes the Holy Sacra- 
ments and the Divine authority to apply them, to 
be that means. They cannot, therefore, separate 
doctrine from discipline any more than truth and 
grace from the means through which this twofold 
blessing is declared and delivered to them. They 
are as the structure of the eye to the light of 
heaven, diverse in nature, but absolutely conjoined 
by a Divine order as the condition of sight; or, 
once more, the whole Church, including doctrine 
and discipline, is to them the manifold means 
througii which the presence of Christ impresses 
itself upon the whole nature of man. It is so com- 
mingled as to reach his understanding, will, affec- 
tions, imagination, sight, and sense. The whole 
man is a partaker of the Church as also of the re- 
demption which by the Church is applied to him. It 
is the more reverent way thus to look upon the insti- 
tutions of Chrigt; to l>elieve that they are the gar- 
ments of His own unseen presence ; that they are 
one sacred indivisible whole, to be reverently ap- 
proached with feet unshod as upon holy ground ; 
to be gazed on with penetrating contemplation ; to 
be handled even as when Thomas, with a better in- 
structed faith, drew near to behold his I,ord. They 
that so boldly divide these things may be indefinitely 
nt!ar the temper of those of whom it is written. 
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" They parted my garments among them, and up 
my vesture did they cast lota." 

We may now return to the question before 
r. c. the case of those who have forfeited the di« 
|)line, retaining the doctrine of the Church. 

The instances are such communities of Christia 
as from various causes becoming separated fi*a 
the lociil jurisdiction of the Church, established' 
Presbyterian, or other still more imperfect, forms of 
Church government. They may be described gene- 
rally under the heads of Lutherans, Zuinglians, am 
Calvinists ; in which designations may be included 
the bodies which separated themselves from the obi 
dience uf the British Churches. 

I will not at present raise the question whether 
or no these bodies have indeed retained the integrity 
of doctrine. We will assume it, and deal with the 
case as if it were proved. 

It is not my intention to enter at large into t 
causes or the mode of the original separation. The* 
question before us is far more extensive, and might 
be treated as a mere hypothesis. Still I am bound 
to say that, on the one hand, the just causes of com- 
plaint, which made Luther first address the bishops 
of Brandenburg and Mersberg, and his steady 
appeals through every gradation of ecclesiastical 
order to the award of a general council ; and 
on the other, the violent and corrupt administration 
of Leo X., endiitg in an excommunication against a 
man whose cause was still unheard, seem efiectually 
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to clear both him aod those who tor his sake were 
driven from the unity of the Church from the guilt 
of schism. Be this, however, as it may, it is not to 
be denied that the Protestant bodies, partly through 
the sustained hostility of their adversaries, and partly 
through their own fault, soon began to justify as 
tnie and right a condition whieli they ought to 
have lamented as the pressure of a hard necessity. 
They formed, and pleaded for, and perpetuated their 
imperfect system, as if of Divine authority ; and by 
these after-acts cancelled not a little of the early 
justness of their cause. There can be uo doubt that 
many who were involved in the effects of the excom- 
munication, though violently driven from the unity 
of the visible Church, were not cut off from the unity 
of Christ's mystical body. It is an undeniable rule 
that an excommunication, clave erravte, though 
effectual as to its visible results, is as to all invisible 
effects absolutely null. This was doubtless true of 
many in the beginning of the separation ; but at 
the same time the Protestant bodies did not, like 
the Nestorian Churches, fall off as integral members 
of the Church universal, but were formed by the 
personal separation of individual men. It can 
liardly be thought that so large a proportion were 
unconsciously involved. Their societies were com- 
pacted together by the conscious self-addiction of 
responsible persons. And yet it may be pleaded in 
mitigation that their cause was just and righteous, 
and the behaviour of their adversaries was harsh 
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and pnjvdieed. Whli thU we may tesTe the subject 
of tfaor fink sepaniioo. 

It does Dot yet appear bow it can be proved 
tkut these coiiUDimitie6 have retsinrd the sac- 
cenrion derived ^m the Apostles, and, vith this, 
the anthontv of Cbri&t to minister sacra m ents 
in EBs mame. Ther constituted a mintstiT of 
their own. and continued the use of Baptism and 
the Supper of the Lord. What are we to judge of 
eacramests as used aiooog them ? It will be re- 
membered that the reasooing under the last section, 
relating to the validitr of baptism administered by 
heretics and schismaties, in all cases appb'ed only 
to the baptisms of ordained men- Nothing hitherto 
said expressly relates to the baptism of unordained 
hands. Tbe principles on which St. Augustin argued 
for the validity of sncb sacraments are these : first, 
that they were administered by men possessing holy 
orders ; and, secondly, tliat, when administered, both 
baptism and orders impress an indelible character. 
But there is vet another question to be considered, 
namely, whether or no the Chnrcb acknowledged 
the baptisms of those who had never received the 
"ju^ dandi" or authority to administer the sacra- 
ment. The principle of the Church was as follows: 
The authority to baptize was given to tlie Apostles, 
to be conveyed to those whom they should $ee tit to 
invest with it. They invested the bishops of the 
Church with tbe same power of administering and 
of transmitting the power. The bishops of 



J 



■■] 



THE riNlTV OF THE CHUBCH. 



I 



Church at first so for restrained it to themselves as 
to suffer no presbyter to baptize without their con- 
sent. When the baptism of presbyters had become 
common, still it was withlield from deacons : to 
them, however, in the absence of the bishop and 
priest, or in cases of necessity, the privilege was 
conceded. In cases of necessity, and in the absence 
of bishop, priest, and deacon, a Catholic layman, 
authorized by the bishop, might give baptism. So 
far, and no further, the privilege of baptizing was 
extended within the unity of the Church. The 
baptism of a deacon without license was unca- 
nonical ; of a layman without license was a 
usurpation likened to the sin of Uzziah : yet the 
baptism, being given, was not iterated, becauae of 
its indelible character. We must now go on to the 
cases of baptism given out of the unity of the 
Church, and without authority. They are of two 
Itiods : fii-3t, baptisms administered by ordained men 
in heresy or schism ; next, baptisms given by men 
unordained, unlicensed, and without tlie Church. 
This is the only form of the case with which 
we are now concerned. We shall, however, better 
understand the mind of the Church upon tlie 
point, if we take up the subject where we left it 
in the last section, and carry it on until we come 
to the question before us. 

We have already seen that, in virtue of the inde- 
lible character of orders, the validity of baptism was 
allowed in the case of heretical and schismatical 
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cler^-. We will now consider Low far the Church 
has permitted the ioterveatioo of lajonen. 

1q the Apostolical Constitutions, which may be 
taken to represent tJie sense of the Church in the 
first ages, laymen are expressly forbidden to Iwiptize.' 
By Tertullian it is said that laymen have an in- 
herent right to baptize in virtue of their own bap- 
tism, hut a suspended right in virtue of the insH- 
tiittou of the priesthood :' which argument, while it 
contends for the abstract validity of the act, denies 
the ordinary lawfulness. The Council of EliberU 
gave permission to laymen, having their own bap- 
tism perfect (which may mean either being in full . 
communion with the Church, or In opposition to 
clinic baptism), and not being bigamists (being 
thereby also susceptible of holy orders), to admi- 
nistcr baptism in foreign travel, or when no Church, 
ie near, to a catechumen in necessity of sickness 
and yet bo that, in the case of life being prolonged, 
they should bring the baptized person to the bishop 
for imposition of hands.* In this permissive canon 
there are no less than sevejt distinct limitations 
two in point of place, two in the administratioi 
two in the subject, and one in case of surviv) 
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' Cimat. Ai)Mt. lib. iji. c. 10. 

• " Dnndi qiiidem habei jus fummu» aacerdoa qui e»t episcojn 
ilehinc PrcBbyieri el Diaconi ; non tamen sine Episcupi Buctoi 
tue, propter EcclriifiE hoiiorem, quo salvo, bbIvii pax est. Alioqui 
cliam Inicia jtiH ect." De BaptiBmo, ivii. 

' Albttpin He Veter. Eccles. Ritibui. Not. in Can. 38. Cood 
Elib., p. 318. 
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No better proof can be given of the sense of the 
Spanisli Church, at least. In a passage ascribed to 
St. Augustin, the same doctrine is held, namely, 
that by delegation through the bishop a layman 
may baptize. He gives also an instance, such as 
the Council had in view, namely, of baptism admi- 
nistered by a layman on board a ship in a storm ; 
and concludes that it may be done in extreme 
necessity.' In like manner he says, arguing for 
the validity of schismatical baptisms, " Although 
even a layman, compelled by necessity, slioiild give 
to a dying man that which, when he himself re- 
ceived it, he learned how it is to be given, I know 
not how any one will piously say it should be 
repeated. If it be done, indeed, with no compelling 
necessity, it is an usurpation of another's office ; 
but if necessity compel, it is either no fault, or a 
venial one,"' St. Jerome also, speaking of tiie 
necessity of the sacerdotal order as a means of unity, 
adds, '* Hence it came that, without the chrism and 
order of the bishop, neither presbyter nor deacon 
have a right to baptize ; which often, if necessity 
compel, we know to be permitted to laymen."' It 
is plain that both St. Augustin and St. Jerome speak 
of Catholic laymen ; and the latter of a permitted 
license, otherwise deeming it a usurpation. A 
parallel expression may be found in the Epistle of 
Gelasiua. Indeed, without more reference, it may 

' Ap. Gratian de eonsecrat. Diet. 4, 36, quoted by Bing- 
ham, ScholnHtical Hisl. c. i. 13. 

' Contra Ep. Farm. lib. ii. 13- 

* Adv. Luciferianos, torn. iv. 295, ed. Beu. 
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be §tat^ that it wa^ a preralent rule tf> acluiowkdge 
tMiptemfi admmisteTed by lajincs. with license, in 
eases erf oeced(»itv, and in the anitr of the Chorch. 
There if) one more step to be considered, namely, 
how the Church was wont to regard the baptism of 
a layman givfrti without license or necessity. St. 
Angustin puts this case as an hypothesis, and says, 
** What has been given cannot be said to have been 
not given ;" and, on the priociple of the indelible 
character of baptism, adds that it i> not to be 
iterated : but he declares it to be usurped, unlawful, 
and, unless repented of, pernicious to the giver and 
receiver.' He then goes on to say, that there is 
another rjuestion concerning baptism administered 
by men who are not themselves Christians, of which, 
without the authority of a council, he says he will 
not venture an assertion ; and then adds : " But 
conceniing those that are separated from the unity 
of the Church, there is now no question but that 
they botli have and may give baptism, and that they 
have and give it to their own destruction, out of the 
iKnicl of [)eace. For this has been already discussed, 
considered, d(5fined, and confirmed, in the unity of the 
whole world/'* This mention of an oecumenical synod 
must refer to the Council either of Aries or of Nice ; 
and by this we may fix the line and the limits of St. 
Augustin's argument : for both judged by the same 
rule. By the Council of Nice it is ordered that the 
Novutian clergy should bo received in their orders, 
and therefore, of cours(», with their baptisms. And 

' Coiitrn Hp. Purmcii. lib. ii. 13. * Ibid. 
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this was all St. Augustiii was labouring to establish 
against the Donatists. His hypothesis of usurped 
lay baptism, giv^n out of the Church, was confirmed 
by no council, but only the schismatical baptisms of 
men having valid orders ; and the argument was as 
follows: — If we acknowledge among oui-selvea the 
usurped baptisms of laymen, how much more the 
unlawful baptisms of ordained men among you. 
Thus fer, from antiquity, there is no warrant to 
believe that usurped baptism by unordained men in 
schism was acknowledged to be valid. I say as yet, 
because we will next consider an hypothetical case 
put by St. Augustin, and his own resolution of it. 
He proposes the following series of questions ; — 
Ought the baptism of a man not himself baptized 
to be acknowledged ? Does the state of mind in the 
receiver affect the integrity of the sacrament; as, 
for instance, when it is received in simulation, or 
without simulation ? If in simulation, whethor de- 
ceitfully, as in the Churcli, or in that which is 
thought to be the Church ; or in sport, as in a 
theatre ? And which is the more sinful, to receive 
baptism deceitfully in the Church, or without deceit 
in heresy or schism ; that is, without simulation of 
mind ? or again, in heresy with deceit, or in a 
theatre with iaith, if so be any one in the act should 
be moved with sudden piety ? After many hypo- 
thetical comparisons or contrasts of this sort, he goes 
on to say : " But it is safe for us not to venture 
forward with rashness of judgment into those things 
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whidi hare neitfaer been be^run in anv Catholic 
prorincial coonciL, nor determiDed in amv pleoanr 
coandl : but to a»ert that onlv with confideiice 
which, under the goTemment of our Lord God and 
Saviour Jesus Chri?t, has been confirmed bv the 
consent of the UniTeisal Church. However, if any 
one should urw me to say what I should judge if 
I were present at any council in which a question 
on the?e points should be raised, and none had 
spoken before me whose opinions I should rather 
follow — if I were then so affected as I was when I 
spoke as I have done, I should by no means doubt 
that they had received baptism who, wheresoever, 
and bv whomsoever, had received that rite conse- 
crated by the evangelical word, without simulation 
on their own part, and with a certain faith : although 
it would not avail for their spiritual salvation, if they 
lacked charity by which they should be engrafted 
into the Catholic Church. For ' though I have faith 
to move mountains, and have not charitv, I am 
nothing.' As also, passing by the determinations of 
our forefathers (the Council of Carthage), I doubt 
not that they have baptism who, though they receive 
it deceitfully, yet receive it in the Church, or where- 
soever the Church is thought to be by those in whose 
society it is received, concerning whom it is said, 
' They went out from us.' " ' He then adds, that 
the other questions concerning simulation and 
mockery God only can determine. I think it may 

* De Bapl. cont. Don. lib. vii. 53. 
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be said that we have now the full evidence which 
may be drawn from the first four centuries in favour 
of the validity of baptisms administered uncanoni- 
cally, and in usurpation of office. It amounts to 
this : — 

1. That lay baptisms by licence, and in the unity 
of the Church, are to be recognized. 

2. That lay baptisms without licence or necessity, 
but in the unity of the Chui-ch, are censured, but 
admitted. 

3. That baptisms by ordained men in heresy or 
schism are valid, but unlawful. 

4. That baptisms by uuoi'dained men out of the 
unity of the Church are usurpations, and yet not to 
be iterated, for this reason, that the Sacrament has 
still an integrity in itself. 

But it is to be observed that this last conclusion 
is no determination of the Church, but only an opi- 
nion given by St. Augustin under protest and with 
submission. It was, therefore, a point undefiued. 

We mav now adduce the counter-evidence : — 

1. Every Christian writer for three hundred 
years, with the only exception of TertuUian, and 
that in one passage atone, asserts the absolute un^ 
lawfulness of a layman's assuming any sacerdotal 
office, which the Apostolical Constitutions, the entire 
testimony of St. Cyprian, the arguments of St. Basil 
and Pacian and others, plainly show. 

2. The whole scheme of first principles on which 
the Church was founded confirms the same rule ; 
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as, for instance, the dirine and proper nature of the 
priesthood as distinguished from the spiritual and 
virtual priesthood of all Christians. Writers but 
slightly acquainted with the testimonies of antiquity 
have almost alwavs fallen into a confusion on this 
point. They have taken up the one passage in 
TertuUian, and the other in St. Jerome, in which 
they both quote the words of the Apocalypse, " who 
hath made us kings and priests unto God,** as 
showing that all Christians are priests. But the 
passage would prove equally well that all Christians 
are kings; and so it does, but not in the sense 
required by the parties adducing it. Granted that 
all Christians, spiritually and virtually, are kings 
and priests. In that, theo, the clergy and laity are 
equal. A bishop, or a priest, or a deacon, is a 
king and a priest by inherent right as much as a 
layman ; but they have something further which 
that layman never had, and never can have, except 
as they themselves received it ; and that is, a divine 
commission and authoritv to stand in Christ's stead 
between God and man. This no man has, nor can 
have, by baptism alone ; and no man, how hardily 
soever he may have asserted it, has ever ventured 
the attempt to prove it by evidence from Christian 
records, or even to meet the refiitative evidence bv 
which the error is overthrown. It were as good, 
because God called the people of Israel " a kingdom 
of priests," * to deny the divine appointment of the 

' Exodus zix. 6. 
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Aaronic priesthood. A further and a final proof 
of this may be found in the fact that, throughout 
the whole mass of all that constitutes the liistory, 
records, laws, documents, of Christianity, there is 
not one that does not declare ordination and the 
consecration of the Eucharist by a layman to be 
absolutely null. By the same rule all sacerdotal 
functions were alike vested in the priesthood 
alone. 

Upon all these grounds, therefore, ujKin the 
Divine commission restricting sacerdotal functions 
to the priesthood of Christ, upon tlie limitations 
imposed even on priests and deacons in the minis- 
tering of Baptism, upon the complex and manifold 
limitations under which, in extreme necessity alone, 
a lay hand was licensed to baptize; upon the strong 
determination of the African and Eastern churches 
annulling all baptisms even of ordained meu out 
of the nnity of the Church, which determinations, 
though reversed, show plainly enough the current 
of belief; upon the bare and hypothetical reasoning 
by which St. Augustin ultimately decides that no 
baptism administered with all things necessary to 
its integral perfection should be iterated ; upon the 
fact that the early Church made no determination 
on the validity of baptism by laymen in a state of 
schism, because no such case was ever propounded 
for decision : upon all these grounds we may safely 
conclude that such baptisms are thus far doubtful. 

Ab a contrary determination has for some cen- 
z2 
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iary to iLe €«e:#t* of buj-tKiL"" * He aftervanis 
obsierre^, thai tbe rule sttch br Temulius and Je- 
miH-f tiua ai ami mar sire wh&i be has reofared, is 
mitroe, for so a Presbner misht ordain a Presbner. 
and a d^ACfm a de^iec*^. He then acds. that it is 
not a ^Mjd arsruroeiit to sav that a man cannot eire 
what he ha* not himself received : for §a» unworthy 
ministers could not couvey justificatioii to otheis : 
and he «ums up as follows : — •• Therefore it is not 
rerjuirrrd that he who is to minister baptism should 
Fiave liaptbm formally in himself; but it is enough 
if he have it virtually and ministeriallv, as all have 
who have the use of reason, speech, and hands, so 
as to speak by design, and sprinkle water."* ' 

Now upon this determination there are many 
things to be observed : as, first, that the primitive 
Church did for ages most strictly inhibit baptism 

• Bellftrm. de Sacr. Bapt. c. vii. 7. * lb. ■ lb. s. 8. 
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to all women ; ' that there is no evidence that the 
baptism of women was received when usurped ;' 
that the practice of indiscriminate baptism crept in 
through a misapplication of one text of St. John,' 
as the practice of infant communion was declared 
necessary to salvation fiom the seventh century 
onward through a misapplication of another;' that 
it is abhorrent from the instincts of Christianity to 
conceive that a Pagan may, uncalled and uncon- 
verted, minister a Sacrament of Christ. 

It is to be further observed that Bellarmine 
speaks too freely when lie says that a General 
Council, as St. Augustin desired, has determined the 
doubt which he did not venture to resolve: for it is 
well known that tlie Council of Florence was not 
general either by representation or reception ; that 
it was a synod got up against the Council of Basle; 
that it was attended by only a few bishops, who left 
the Council of Basle, and by the Pope's court and 
followers ; that the French Church and kingdom 
did not then acknowledge it, nor do the Gallicau ' 
or Eastern Churches acknowledge it now. 

Neither was the Council of Trent, in whicli this 
decision is virtually renewed, a General Council. 

Therefore the question is as open now as in St. 
Augustin's day. It seems evident, then, that if 
the baptisms of unordained men out of the unity 

' Bingham'B SchoIasUOft! Hiatorj of Lay fiBptUm, ch. i. h. 17. 
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v( ihe Church cannot be shown to 

neither can thev be shown with certain i 

be valid ; and, therefore, although the SacmDent 

may not be iterated. It may, as in a case of doabc 

be conditionally given to such as are recoociled to 

the unity of the Church. 

But it muat be further observed, that in the 
texture of the evidence, which seems to favour the 
validity or actuality, if 1 may so speak, of all bap- 
ttBiDfi administered witli the right form., matter, and 
intention, are intenrovea also frequent assertioDs 
of the suspended efficacy, or even of the perilous 
effect of baptisms which are given, received, and 
had out of the unity of the Church. Refientance 
and reconciliation are declared to be necessary to 
give to such baptisms their saving power.' 

We are now in a condition to go on with 
inquiry as to the rites and sacraments of the com 
muuities which have forfeited the discipline of tbi 
Church. 

It seemB that iu these bodies the authority trans^ 
mitted by succession from the Apostles is lost, and 
with it the primary idea of all acts done by commissi 
sion from Christ. That in cases of absolute necessity 
a community should confine ministerial functions to| 
one or more, without pretending to invest them withi 
sacerdotal powers which it does not, either takenl 
severally or as a body, possess, would be, I conceive, 
not only a lawful but commendable act, as testify-! 
' S. Aug. lU lujirB, pi». 320, 321. 
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iijg to their own incompetence to renew what Christ 
alone began, their desire of its restoration, their 
deliberate endeavour to follow the Divine analogy, 
and to come as near as possible to the form of the 
Divine institution. We may readily believe that 
such a conduct would have the silent power of a 
commendatory prayer interceding with God for 
deliverance from their straits, and a restitution of 
His own gifts. We need hardly, therefore, enter 
upon a formal justification of the provisional steps 
taken by Luther and others at the beginning of 
their great movement. If they had seen no way 
of regaining the shelter of the Apostolical Succes- 
sion, there was still a safe, tiiough a sad, resource 
for them. They might have well commended them- 
selves to God's mercy, as those who are smitten by 
unjust excommunications. But, in fact, their ulti- 
mate difficulties were not so great as some would 
make them appear. It is easier to show that they 
were pressed by a necessity at the outset than in 
the after course of their proceedings. It cannot be 
doubted that they might have obtained valid con- 
secrations;' but they deliberately rejected the apos- 
tolical discipline, and constituted a new ministry, to 
which it appears that they re-ordained priests and 
even bishops who had received Catholic ordination. 
From this point in their course they must find their 



' Jer. Taylor, Episcopacy asserted, p. 106; and Skiuner's Eccl. 
Hist, of Scotland, ¥ol. li pp. 129-— 131, where len Bishops hold- 
ing the reformed doctrines are named. 



■ 



» 



344 TH£ UNITY OF THE CHURCH. [PART III. 

own defence. In what sense they possess the present 
authority of Christ among them, by what commis- 
sion they administer baptism, confirmation, absolu- 
tion, ordere, the Holy Eucharist, in Christ's stead and 
name, we know not. What decision soever we may 
make in ikvour of a baptism so received, it is cer- 
tain that the Catholic Church has never for a moment 
admitted the validity of confirmation, absolution, 
orders, or the Eucharist by the hands of unordained 
men. Granting that their baptisms are to be re- 
ceived, what shall be said of the whole line of 
Christian ordinances by which the path of redeemed 
man is marked out to heaven, and the generations 
of the Church by a spiritual lineage perpetuated 
and bound in one ? 

And this case becomes the stronger when we 
turn our thoughts from the Lutheran and Calvinist 
boilies abroad to schismatics from the British 
churches. In behalf of the foreign communities it 
may l>e pleadeil that they were excluded by unjust 
oxcommunications, and that their exclusion was 
fK'r[>etuatod by an iron necessity galling their con- 
scionco to the very quick. Not so they that sepa- 
rated from the British churches : they were not ex- 
i communicattHl, but self-severed from the Catholic 

Chuivh : they did not withdraw from churches 
taiuteil with Roman errors, but from bishops wit- 
nessing the pure word of God : they had neither 
ntvessity nor justifying plea for their separation. 
It WRft a dolitx'rate schism, begfinning not in a 
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eecessioii which, as a landslip, carries with it in- 
voluntary and unconscious sufferers, but in a per- 
sonal, several, conscious choice and election. The 
individual will was energetically active, and almost 
every several man responsible for his acts. Now of 
such self-aggregated bodies all that we can safely 
assert is, that the baptisms they administer should not 
be more than conditionally supplied. For so long 
as they persist in schism and rivalry, anil in seeking 
the overthrow of the branches of the Catholic 
Church in Great Britain, they must strip them- 
selves of every plea of necessity or of ignorance. 
Such seems to be the conclusion inevitable to all 
who prefer rather to be guided by Catholic rule 
than by the wayward, self-trusting calculations of a 
private spirit. And it must be confessed that this 
reduces the mystical character of the Sacraments 
and other rites used by these communities to a difE' 
cult (]uestion, of which I shall attempt no decision. 
We may now go on to consider the moral cha 
racter and effect of these self-constituted systems. 
If there be any truth in what has been already urged. 
the discipline of the Church is an effectual probation, 
and means of moulding the character of men, in 
virtue of their one chief condition, namely, that it 
is not of man, but of God, It is as the relations of 
fatherhood and brotherhood which nature ordains, 
unchangeable and sacred, compared with voluntary 
associations, of which every memlier comes in or 
goes out a^ likes him best. In the former there is 
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^tlleil authority* aud binding ligatures^ and pe- 
remptory laws of obedience and forbearance. In 
the latter there i$ no authority but such as men 
have made for themselves, no brotherhood but such 
as they have chosen. So soon as the yoke galls, 
or the curb cliecks, the individual will withdraws 
itself. It escapes from the probation so soon as 
the discipline makes its first approaches felt. It is 
obvious that, wheresoever the will of man is free to 
withdraw from its guide and ruler, it guides and 
rules itself. In those communities, therefore, which 
have made forfeit of this moral government, we 
should exjiect to find what in fact we do see, — the 
traditionar}' types of character clouded and lowered ; 
the judgments of men moulding and debasing the 

i revealed rule; the corrective powers weakened ; the 

individual will overgrown to a principle of moral 

j anarchy : the intellect excited into a craving activity, 

impatient of external evidence, veering and changing 
about in the currents of individual bias and prejudice. 
Perhaj^ the leading phenomenon of such commu- 
nities will be found to be the overwrought energy 
of the intellect, laborious in destruction, and too rest- 
less ever to build up any positive truth. The very 
nature of man, losin<i^ its unitv with God in the 
unity of His Church, is at jar and bickering with 
itself; and its direct tendency is to bafile its own 
powers, and to reduce itself to nothing. 

And, lastly, we may take up what was before 
f only thrown out in passing. As a result of this 
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moral decline, we find also in all Buch bodies as 
have forfeited the discipline of the Church, that they 
have lost also even that which they seemed to retain. 
"Whosoever hath not, from him shall be taken away 
even that he hath."' We find in every case that 
they have forfeited, more or less, the doctrine also. It 
is not to be thought that there are nowhere to be 
found men who retain the doctrines of Christian 
redemption ; but that, as a whole, the bodies which 
have lost the discipline of Christ have sunk into 
rationalism, Socinianism, and infidelity. It would 
be easy to specify other errors destructive of sanc- 
tity, but these are the broader and more theological 
features of their declension, and to them I would 
confine myself. In very deed, unity is the sacra- 
ment of truth. It is by unity that it is conserved 
and transmitted ; by abruption and isolation that it 
is exhausted and extinguished. The state of doc- 
trinal teaching in these bodies in Germany, Poland, 
Switzerland, many parts of France, Great Britain, 
and America, will shew that the unity of doctrine, 
the one faith once delivered to the saints, is not 
among them. Many of them have ceased to witness 
for Christ's Godhead, manhood, and sacrifice ; that 
is, for the faith in which " be that believeth and is 
baptized shall be saved, but he that believeth not 
shall be damned." 

Now it is plain that, by their original forfeiture 
of the one discipline, they virtually and initially 
' St. Matthew *iii. 12. 
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Nevertheless, the fruits of the Spirit of God, 
though often cunningly simulated by unsanctified 
men, have a stamij and character which in the 
main are surely to be known ; so that God may be 
seen oftentimes revealing His merciful purpose in 
the manifest righteousness of men whose outward 
lot is most adverse to a Christian's hope. Where- 
soever these are seen, tiiey are to be acknowledged 
with thankfulaess. Though in many circumstantial 
conditions unlike Cornelius, yet their acceptance 
may be assured to us by his. The analogy of God's 
revealed design in the Gospel may persuade us of a 
trutli, which the actual precedents of His dispeusa- 
tioas may not be enough to prove, namely, that as, 
in the elder economy, He admitted many approxima- 
tions to salvation iu those who were not true par- 
takers of its visible sacraments, so now among all man- 
kind, whether in nations never as yet converted, or 
in bodies which have been disinherited by the act of 
their forefathers, we may confidently trust that many 
belong to the soul of the one true Church who have 
never been made partakers of its visible body. And 
hei-e I must note, once for all, a deep and injurious 
fallacy, wliich is often imposed upon high and 
Christian minds. The doctrine of Catholic unity, 
as stated in this work, is represented to them as 
highly uncharitable, and at variance with the love 
of God, because it is assumed that all communities 
which have forfeited their inheritance in the one 
body have thereby forfeited the character of a Church, 
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whirh pndiHpowH uwu towards this charitable hope, 
iM Ihi' piiriilnpiHtfi by which they impose upon their 

' Sl. Jiiliii xxi. 20— 22. 
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judgment. They believe it, because they hope it. 
But it must be remembered that hope and belief are 
not relative things. Hope and fear, belief and dis- 
belief, are the real antagonists. We believe or 
disbelieve according to the evidence for any fact; 
we liope or fear according to the character and con- 
sequences of the fact either proved, or probable 
upon the evidence proposed. Our hope may not, 
any more than our fear, overrule our belief. Either 
way we are merely deceiving ourselves ; the feeling 
of our nature is usurping a tyranny over our reason 
and conscience. In fact, they who disbelieve the 
eternity of punishment because they fear it, and they 
who believe the indefinite theory of Catholic unity 
because they hope it to be true, must be classed in 
the same category, though the moral affections be 
diametrically opposed. In both cases, evidence is 
made to yield to the wishes, and the reason to the 
win. 

Again, it must be remembered that the endeavours 
of modem times to construct a theory which shall 
embrace all the anomalies of Christendom are most 
narrow and partial. It is argued that the condition 
of so large a body of Christians, perhaps thirty or 
forty millions in number, who have forfeited the 
Apostolical succession, claims at our hands some 
concession. Whether we are appointed of God to 
make such concessions from His institutions, whe- 
ther this giving of largess of that which is another's 
may not bring us under the condemnation of the 
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«cp]>j£i»i ««»eq^ito«« -:< iri^ CitbciJic doctrine do 
IK4 in &ct flov fr^fcc fi. I: i^ *,cie thin? to assert 
that :b*rre ii^ tv prxf iha:: G>i Lis rrvealrd another 
wav of iaiTan.r, t^es^ioe* ihe ooe Church, and 
aDOlb*rr ibii:g to saiv that ^ oacemin^ whom God 
has revealed noiLirie shall cenainlv he lost. This 
no man dare T=ay ; nc-r dues it follow troTn the prin- 
ciple here affirmed. The shallowest logician can 
tell u§ that between the propositions. ** All that live 
faithfully in the one Church shall be saved," and 
" None that are out of the one Church shall be 
liaved/' there is neither bv conversion nor bv in- 
ference any imaginable connexion. 

But, once more, let it be observed that we have 
aM5^frtained a plain and sufficient principle, by which 
we may well and surely believe in the salvation of 
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all those who bring forth the fruits of repetitance and 
faith, and of no others, whether they be heirs of the 
one Church, or disinherited of their birthright, or 
never so much aa included within the precincts of 
Christendom. In all such the one inscrutable Spirit 
dwells, and they are one in an unconscious and 
invisible unity ; while the conscious and visible 
unity of the Church Catholic stands unsiiaken. 
This will remain a fact, a phenomenon, a mystery, 
a sacrament, a witness of manifold wisdom revealed 
and unrevealed, to the world's end. At the same 
time we have seen reason to believe that they who 
forfeit the unity of the Church place themselves, or 
are placed by othei's, at a grave disadvantage — it 
may be in a g^eat peril ; and this by the forfeiture of 
the mystical, moral, and doctrinal media, and helps, 
to holiness and everlasting life. And this great law 
tlie analogy of all God's dealings, natural and re- 
vealed, confirms; as, for instance, disease following 
sin, inherited poverty, and the like : and, again, the 
removing of tiie candlestick for the fatliers' sins, 
tlie state of the Asiatic and African Churches, the 
folds of Cyrif and Clement, of Cyprian and Au- 
gustin, at this day. 
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THE LOSS OF SUBJECTIVE UNITY. 



It now remains for us to consider the last form of 
the subject before us, namely, the condition of those 
Christian churches which, retaining the objective 
unity of doctrine and discipline, have forfeited the 
subjective unity of inter-communion. 

I have already shown that this subjective unity 
is one proximate final end for which the objective 
unity is ordained; and that it is the matter of pro- 
bation, duty, and responsibility to the individual 
Christian, and to tlie several churches of the Ca- 
tholic communion. 

The first instance we may take is that of the 
Donatist schism. It is true tliat this case does not I 
fall with absolute strictness under the enunciation 
of our present question ; and yet it is for the most 
part included in it, and it has no approximation to 
any other division of the subject. The Donatist 
schism is an example of the forfeiture of subjective 
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unity in a particular Church by the establishment 
of a rival succession of bishops. Only one of these 
could be the lawful succession, though both were 
undoubtedly valid. It is unnecessary to go further 
into the history than to state that, on the vacancy 
of the see of Carthage, a division was made in the 
choice and consecration of a successor. Ceecilianua 
being lawfully elected and consecrated, the antago- 
nist party objected that one of his consecrators, 
Felix of Aptnngus, had been a traditor in the Dio- 
clesian persecution. This, with other accusations 
against Csecilianus, formed their pretext for electing 
and consecrating Majorinus. There were thence- 
forward two successions in the African Churches, 
and afterwards in Gaul and Rome also. In Africa 
the Donatist body for a time were the majority, and 
their bishops out-numbered the Catholic. The rival 
succe^ioQ maintained itself for more than a hun- 
dred years. The cliaracteristic temper of the two 
bodies U remarkable. The Donatiets denounced 
the Catholics as idolatrous and defiled, re-ordained 
and re-baptized all converts, assumed exclusively to 
themselves the title of Catholic, and taught that 
the whole Catliolic Church, except themselves, was 
fallen from Christ. It is not to our present purpose 
to go into the detail of their pride, covetousness, 
violence, and rebellion. 1 am speaking of them 
only as a phenomenon in relation to the objective 
Unity of the Church, On the other hand, the 
Catholics acknowledged them as Christians, called 



356 



THE UNITY OF THE ClIURCH. [PAHT III.] 



them Ijretliren,' recognized the orthodoxy of tlieipl 
faith and the validity of tlieir Sacraments. They.f 
denied only that they belonged to the one Church, 
and tliat becanse they had broken the bond of unity I 
by erecting a rival succession and a rival altar in I 
churches of apostolical foundation. Their act c^l 
internal schism cut them off from the unity of their I 
own churehes, and thereby from the Church uni- 
versal. It must be always home in mind that their I 
schism began by withdrawing from the comminiioa J 
of their lawful bishops. It was a scliism 
Diocese, and a rivalry of successions in a Diocesan I 
Church. To this we may apply most of onr con- 
clusions respecting those who have forfeited the j 
objective Unity of the Church. It is true that the I 
Donatists possessed a valid succession and valid j 
Sacraments. Even though their schism was moat j 
stubborn and turbulent, yet still the Catholics ac- I 
knowledged in them all that was of God. all that J 
belonged to the Church, all that they had carried I 
with them out of the unity of the one body of 1 
Christ. They declared that their acts were valid,! 
though the efficacy was suspended. The saviQH 
power, they taught, was in the one Church, 
which by reconciliation, with imposition of hands, * 
they might still be joined, so as to make the Sacra- 
ments received in schism avail to the salvation of _ 
their souls. To the Donatist clergy they offer* 
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a recognition of their orders, and to their bishops 
the next succession after the death of the present 
CathoHc possessor of the see. To these principles 
tJie Catholic Church still adhered, even after the 
repeated decisions of councils and appeals had con- 
demned the Dunatists as formal and pertinacious 
schismatics, and after the bloody and anti-christian 
acta of their adherents had confirmed the justice of 
the sentence in the face of Cbriatendom. 

The next form of the question is that of forfeited 
unity, or suspended communion between two or 
more apostolical Churches. It is to be observed 
tliat, as the last was internal, so this is external 
separation. Of this there may be two kinds ; as, 
for instance, when the Churches so at variance are 
either still in communion with some third portion 
of the Church universal, or not. 

Of the former kind was the breach between Victor 
and the Roman Church on one side, and Polycrates 
and the Asiatic Churches on the other, on the 
subject of the quarto-deciman rule ; and also, at a 
later time, between Stephen and St. Cyprian on the 
subject of re-baptizing ; aud between the Roman 
and African Churches on the subject of appeals. 
In the latter case St. Augustin, Eugenius, Ful- 
gentius, were all involved in upholding the apo- 
stolical commission of the African Churches, and in 
all probability departed this life while as yet the 
breach was unhealed.' In these cases both parties 

' Laiid'e Cnnfrrence with Fisher, pp, 113, 114. Ed. 1686. 
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Of tW laorr kind k, fin*, tbe tfiriMM of A»a 
Eastern and Westno Cliarches. Altboi^ for some 
time ihey 9tiQ oantinoed pariiailT to onauDonicate 
vnli othn- drardtes, T«f ai the last (ber were com- 
pletelT (fivided. Hke Christian worid was smidered ; 
and the two great members had no third or common 
bodr to tinite them. Ther were in point td estent so 
nearly equa] that €»ch claimed to be die greater;* and 
DO one can Tenture to award beiwe«i them. They 
mntnallT chained each the oilier with heresy and 
schism ; and hi«turv abundantlT proves that they 
were both in feult — the Greeks bv violence, the 
Latins by ambition : the Greeks denouncing the 
addition of the words " Fllioque" as heretical, which 
they are not ; the Latins requiring the acceptance 
of them as if they had the sanction of a General 
Council, v'hich they do not possess : but be the 
faults of tlie Greek Churches never so great, they 
cannot l>e laid in the balance against the usurpation 
of a supreme pontificate by the Bishop of Rome. 
This attempt of the Roman Patriareh to subject the 
four Eastern Patriarchaies to his exa^erated juris- 
diction is a claim which, so long as per^sted in, 
must throw upon the Roman Church the sin of 
keeping open an inveterate schism. The most 
learned and canHid writers of that communion have 
>. PaptB, 253. PhIiuub TreUue on the 
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long ago acknowledged that the conduct of the 
Roman Churcli in thrusting bishops and clergy into 
the Eastern Churches was unjustifiable on any 
principle but that of providing Latin rites for 
members of the Latin Church dwelling or detained 
in the East ; and that tlie vain theory on which it 
is persevered in is one chief cause of irreconcileable 
alienation.' For seven or eight hundred years this 
separation has been complete; and for four hundred 
all systematic efforts at reconciliation may be said 
to have ceased.' Now no roan can diligently exa- 
miue and" sum up the charges on either side without 
being thoroughly satisfied that, if a nioie petulant 
temper he found among the Greeks, yet the for- 
mal and positive causes of division are to be laid 
to the charge of the Roman Church. One instance 
will suffice, namely, in the extravagant and intoler- 
able claim of universal supremacy. 

Upon these grounds, it may be safely concluded 
that on neither side is there either formul heresy or 
schism of such a kind as to cut either of them o&' from 
the one visible Church, and from communion with 
the one Head of the Church in heaven. Although 
on both sides a most grievous wrong and wound ia 
done to the body of Christ, yet on both sides there 
may be salvation. Both, with their respective ob- 
scurations of the light of truth, and with the virtual 
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denial of parts by consequence, yet retain the wliole 
failli. Both, witli their cliaracteristic irregularities, 
retain the whole discipliue of Christ, lu the ob- 
jective uuity tliey are still one; in their great mora) 
probation they have grievously fallen : without 
doubt, the peculiar faults of both are aggravated 
and made inveterate by dirisioo. The suspeusion 
of communion has deprived them of the mutual 
check and mitigating influence of each un the other, 
by which they might both have ripened to per- 
fection. In the stead of this healthy discipline have 
come between them the irritations of' defeated 
ambition and jealous resentment. Although the 
moral habit of both Churches is severely injured by 
this unholy strife, yet they have Sacraments both 
valid in tJiemselves and efficacious to the saving 
fiouls; they have the true knowledge of God, 
the perfect traditionary type of the divine imago; 
and the divlnely-appoioted discipline and probation 
of man's moral being. They are, in fact, members 
of the One Holy Catholic Church, and, thouj 
their mutual fellowship is suspended, they have 
other blessings of which the One Church is 
shrine and treasury. 

I now come to the last form of the question 
hand, namely, the suspension of cummunlon be^ 
tween the Roman and English Churelies. Tbi 
same chief causes which divided the Eastern 
the Western Churclies divided al-o the Wi 
Church itself. It would seem as if the same c 
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of provocation, when they were baffled by the 
Greeks, fell with a more intolerable weight upon 
the West of Europe. The same exaggerated claim 
of universal jurisdiction was the cause of division 
in both cases. This is more conspicuously so in 
tlie West, where, through the silent working of ages, 
and by the aid of closer sympathies and bonds of 
mind and language, the doctrinal teaching of the 
Roman Church had for the most part quietly esta- 
blislied itself. There was no question about lea- 
vened bread in the Eucharist, or about " Filioque" 
in the Creed, or the fire of purgatory. The whole 
matter resolved itself into the claim of supreme 
jurisdiction. If any man will look down along the 
line of early English history, he will see a stand- 
ing contest between the rulers of this land and the 
bishops of Rome. The Crown and Church of Eng- 
land, with a steady opposition, resisted the entrance 
and encroachment of the secularized ecclesiastical 
power of the Pope in England. The last rejection 
of it was no more than a successful eflbrt after many 
a failure In struggles of the like kind. And it was 
an act taken by men who were sound, according to 
the Roman doctrines, in all other points,' Questions 
of Faith had hardly as yet arisen in the Church of 
England when it released its apostolical powers from 
the oppression of a foreign and uncanonical jurisdic- 
tion. The corrections in doctrine and usage which 
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It wa> bcfiefed tktf die sWe of tfae Ai^licmn Cbuich 
woold have beoi tor the moM pan ooBfinaed br the 
Seeof BoneoBtiiesabiBinoaoftiieQneai.' There 
it DO one poiot in which the British Cbnrchrs ean 
be attainled of either bensT or M:hi?m. As Tor 
beresT. ibey openlj prolesB the canooical Scriptures, 
the Catholie Creeds, the first s-a GeoenJ Councils), 
rgecting, with the Council of Frankibrt, the se- 
veDth, which alone, in addition to the first sis, is 
received br the Greek Church ; and with the Greek 
Church, rejecting all subsequent councils of the 
Western Church untrulv pretending to be CEcaine- 
nical. With these also they acknowledge all true 
apostolical traditions, and submit ihemseires in 
preparation of mind to the definitions of a free and 
lawful General Council. This is enough, if the 
confeeeion of their adversaries were wantiDg, to 
clear them of heresy. As for rchisni, they have 
done no more than take from otF their neck a yoke 
which Christ never laid upon it, and that, too, not 
when it was meekly imposed, but when, through 
the wickedness of men, it became intolerable. AVhere 
18 the charity and the ingenuousness of Romanist 
writers, who make much ailo to show that the 
Bishop of Rome was from the beginning possessed 
of a lawful patriarchal jurisdiction over the Briti^ 
Cliurchee? This is not the (juestion. Kven if that, 
' Camden '• Hi«l. of Elizabeth, pp. 46, 47. 
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which has not yet been proved or made so much as 
likely, were conceded, it would not establish the con- 
clusion which they would impose on unwary minds. 
To a patriarchal power limited by the canons of 
the Church, and exercised in conformity with them, 
it remains to be seen what objection the English 
Church might have to raise. But this is an issue 
to which it has never been honestly brought. Pre- 
misses are advanced to show a patriarchal juris- 
diction, but, " currcnte rota," in the conclusion we 
find a supreme pontificate. The Eastern Chuiches 
never denied to the Bishop of Rome his lawful 
patriarchal power. They professed it, and offered 
all precedence to it. Neither has the Anglican 
Church been called on to debate the issue on this 
footing. She has rejected — what the East^em 
Churches rejected before — the arrogant pretence 
of an universal pontificate rashly alleged to be of 
divine right, imposed in open breach of apostolical 
traditions, and the canons of many councils. The 
Churches of the East are not schismatical for their re- 
jection of this usurpation ; neither ai-e the Churches 
of Britain. But they are guilty of the schism that 
obtrude this novelty as the condition of Christian 
communion. Nor, again, would the British Churches 
be open to the lightest imputation of schism, if they 
were, with the usurped pontificate, to remove also 
the supposed patriarchal jurisdiction of the Bishop 
of flome. For the patriarchal authority is itself 
founded on the very canons to which the pontiff 
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refuses to submit. The defeat of his canonical pri- 
vileges is with himself. He will not exercise them 
as they are intrusted to him ; and the cauons de-;- 
niand oliedience on no other condition. 

The attempt to impose an uncanonical jurist I 
diction on the British Churches, and a refusal to I 
hold commiinion with tliem except on that con- 
dition, is an act of formal schism. And this is 
furtlier aggravated by even' kind of aggression : 
acts of excommunication, and anathema, instig&« ■ 
tions to warfare abroad, and to rebellion and schisnd 
at home, are the measures by which the Romanl 
Church has exhibited its professed desire to reston 
unity to the Church of Christ. It must never bel 
foi^tten that the act of the Bisliop of Rome, by 1 
which a most grievous and stubborn schism 
begun in the English Church, was taken not in the J 
character of patriarch, but in the title of Supreme 
PoDtitf. The same bull which made a schism in 
every English diocese professed to depose also the 
Queen of England. It was a power to give awa]| 
not sees, but thrones also ; and the effect of thw 
has been, as in the East so in England, to erecfel 
altar against altar, and succession against succea- I 
sion. In the erection of schism in diocesan churches, 
in the exclusive assumption of the name Catholic, in 
the reordinatiou of priests, and in restricting the 
One Church to their own communion, there has-, 
been no sucli example of schism siuce the scliism < 
Donatus. 
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The conduct, also, of the English Chiircli is 
strictly parallel witii that of the African. She 
acknowledges the members of tlie Roman Cliurch 
as Christians, calls them brethren, recognizes their 
faith and Sacraments, admits their orders, and re- 
ceives those that come to her communion without so 
much as conditional baptism. She acknowledges 
the body of Christ in all churches which are neitlier 
in heresy nor schism; she excommunicates none; 
she prays for all, and is, in heart and desire, at 
unity with those that refiise communion to her. So 
much, then, for the imputations of heresy and 
schism. 

The suspension, therefore, of communion between 
the Churclies of England and Rome is no hindrance 
to the obtaining of salvation on both sides. It would 
be beyond my present purpose to go into the ques- 
tion of the comparative openness of the way to life 
in the two Churches, of the means of knowledge 
and grace, and the fostering and disposing causes 
which tend towards salvation. All that need be 
shown is that on both sides the whole objective 
system of doctrine and discipline, a valid and law- 
ful succession, with valid and ei&cacious sacraments, 
are retained ; so that no man can perish but through 
sins of his own, which would alike destroy him in 
the purest Church of the earliest times. That such 
is the condition of the Roman Churcli, in spite of 
the corrupt traditions and ensnaring doctrines with 
wliicli it is darkened and disfigured, we gladly ac- 
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GENERAL CONCLUSION. 



Having now gune, as far as I have been able, 
through the course of the subject, I may shortly 
state the sum of the Catholic doctrine of unity, and 
with a few obvious remarks bring this work to an 
end. 

We have seen, then, that there is a doctrine of 
unity, which, as a part of the Gospel of Christ, is 
the matter of a Christian man's belief: we have 
found that doctrine to he a part of the first elements 
of Christian faith, professed by every candidate for 
baptism : we have found also that the testimooy of 
inspired and uninspired men delivers to us one defi- 
nite and consistent scheme of unity, which accords 
both with the moral design of God revealed in 
Holy Scripture, and witli the moral government of 
God unfolded in the history of mankind. The one 
Church, then, is the one only body to which, by the 
act of God, the salvation of Christ is by revealed 
pledges assured ; and this one only body is proposed 
to us as an object both of faith and of sense. It la 
an object of faith in so far as it is invisible; and an 
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oJjjtect '-j( ^n.^ in « fer as ii i* visible in the world. 
Ic is invisible in ^j £ir as it ci>mprehends retro- 
spectively all saints, firom righteous Abel to this dav, 
now srather^l in the worid unseen ; and prospectivelv 
all who bv the elt^on of God shall hereafter be 
made members of it unto the end of time. It is 
visible in fo £ir as, thn:>ughout the whole world, 
there is a body of men professing the Catholic £uth 
under their lawful pastors ; although to each man 
only that particular portion in which his own re- 
generation has been ordained is truly visible. But 
it is this member of the Church Catholic which is 
to each man the witness of the whole. It is to him 
the symlx>l of the whole object of faith, and the 
representative of the whole subject of sense. Tlie 
Diocesan Church is to him the pledge of the Chnrch 
Universal, — ecclesia in Episcopo^ His own pastor, 
and the altar where he communicates in the Eucha- 
ristical sacrifice, is the test and the centre of all 
duties and obli^tions of love and lo\*altv ; and to 
it lie does the homage which he owes to the one 
holy Church throughout all the world. Such is 
the actual and the representative character of every 
Catholic altar. It is both an integral portion and 
a proxy of the whole Church, and a discipline and 
probation of the whole man. 

Now, ujK)n the sum of this doctrine I would 
make one or two remarks. And, first of all, it 
must be observed that the doctrine of unity here 
affirmed is grounded upon the positive ordinances 
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and revelations of God. It is a doctrine antecedent 
to tlie realization of unity in the Church ; an ob- 
jective idea declared by revelation antecedent to its 
objective manifestation in the world. The import- 
ance of this remark will be felt when it is remem- 
bered how easily and almost certainly the mlud of 
man is biassed by the phenomena, whether truly or 
falsely apprehended, which appear before his eyes. 
The understanding is perpetually usurping upon 
the reason, first thrusting upon it false deductions, 
and then limiting its clearer and broader perceptions 
by the narrow reach of observation. As so many 
instances of this may be taken the many theories of 
Catholic unity ; each one being a consequence of some 
imaginary principle assumed either a priori, from 
itnticipations of what it should be, or, a posteriori, 
from observation of the existing anomalies of Chris- 
tendom. There can be no doubt that most theories 
of Church unity are nothing more than either pious 
and charitable endeavours to adjust a scheme which 
shall embrace all professing Christians, or a refined 
hypothesis which shall serve some proximate design. 
There can be no doubt that the reason why many 
minds abandon the doctrine of unity, as it was be- 
lieved by Christendom for fifteen hundred years, is 
that they are at a loss how to square with it the 
anomalies of the last three centuries. But for the 
unhappy rending of the Western Church, no man 
would have any more dreamed of gainsaying the 
mystery of the vieihie Church than of the visible 
2 B 
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vbA ^fAn^ta kn^jnAiJesL uake co iiK>re against the 
truth ukI cfrrvkmtT of fi ticSLn the cootiaTentioiQ of 
immuutAe moTsthtj, the difficulties in the piobatiaii 
of individual men, and the partial extent of Chris- 
tianity against the Go&pel itself. 

And thi% bring? me to a second remark, namely, 
tliat this doctrine of unity can be shown to be fisdse 
only by evidence the same in kind with that by 
which it has been here shown to be true, namely, 
by the Holy Scripture, and by the consent and 
practicr^ of the Church, down to the time when the 
firMt anrnnali'^ arose on the face of Christendom. 
It must })e pfiriectly obvious to every reasoning* 
mind, that the condition of a part of Western Europe 
durin^^ the last tliree centuries cannot avail to un- 
nettle thrj fixed rule of the Catholic Church for 
fift4!<!n hundred years. We may, indeed, be unable 
to find any common term under which to bring 
both tin; Apostolical Churches and the self-originated 
conimiuiitic^H of Christendom. It is impossible to 
find liny Hchemo which shall not either exclude 
thorns communities from the unity of the Church, 
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or assert a right in man to make and unmake the 
conditions of his own probation. It is very true 
that the later history of the Church presents us with 
anomahes we know not how to deal with ; we can- 
not explain, classify, or neglect them. They meet 
us in the attitude of objections; and they put our 
faith on trial. But, after all, they are to the Church 
no more than the inconsistencies and eccentric move- 
ments of individual character. These also are facta 
too visible to be denied, too exorbitant to be brought 
under the one law which harmonizt'S our moral life : 
they must be reserved to the judgment of Him who 
weigheth the spirits. So with the communities of 
Christians who have broken from the unity of the 
one Church. They are too visible to bo overlooked, 
too full of anomaly to be brought under the rule 
which runs through the one Church of Christ. 
They must be remanded to the judgment of Him 
that walketh in the midst of the Golden Candlesticks. 
Let us "judge nothing before the time ;" still less try 
to escape our difficulties by changing the ordinance 
of God. It may be tiiat in this very perplexity lies 
a great part of our own moral probation. 

And, lastly, the doctrine of Catholic unity is both 
definite in itself, and direct in its bearing upon prac- 
tice. It is as definite as all the other articles of our 
baptismal creed ; and it thereby delivers the minds 
of Christian men from the entanglements of a thon- 
sand controversies. The Catholic Christian is not 
set to seek out the one Church, forasmuch as by his 
2i)2 
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kiD^doirj of L«baTr:n. These, and no others, are the 
tni*z c«>rjditioii* of Catholic unity, the only necessary 
t^rm* of Catholic communiun. More than this the 
CliUTch lisks no power, and les& than this she dare 
not fail to require of all Christian men. All other 
therilr>gical verities and opinions ought to be Csuth- 
fully taught ; aud exterior submission to all true 
dfffinitions may be exacted of her members. She 
may inif>ofi<5 silence on doubtful questions, and yet 
Iffave the interior assent of men free unto themselves. 
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For all unity, save in the objective doctrine and 
discipline, is a moral habit, not grounded on agree- 
ment of opinion, but producing it ; resting upon the 
unity of will to which it is pledged, that if in any 
thing we be otherwise-minded God shall reveal even 
that unto us. 

And as these are the terms of unity among the 
members of each several Church, so are they among 
the several Churches of the one collective body. 

Here, then, we may leave the subject of this 
work ; believing and hoping that, although for our 
sins the Church be now miserably divided, it may 
yet be once more united. Let us only believe that 
it still retains the powers of recovery : we are di- 
vided because we have so little faith in the grace 
of unity. Let us steadfastly trust that our long- 
lost heir-loom will once more be found when by 
the grace of God the pride and anogance, the self- 
ishness, and contentious spirit of man are brought 
down to the primitive traditions of the one holy 
Catholic and Apostolic Church. 
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